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growth in immigrant numbers 
(SEE PAGE 4) 
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Vote catching 


It was predicted that Chancellor Howe's 
Spring budget would be a "goodies for 
everyone” budget, and in the main so it is 
— although the goodies will be somewhat 
diminished in the case of motorists who 
have to do a large mileage in the year to 
earn their living (4p on the gallon), smok- 
ers (cigarettes up 3p for 20) and people who 
like a drink (1p a pint). 

Opposition MPs have called the budget 
an electioneering one and so of course it 
is, but that does not mean that a Labour or 
Alliance Government would not produce a 
similar budget in the same circumstances. 
There is a common pattern in the system 
of budgeting that repeats itself time and 
time again as part of the vast confidence 
trick that is called ‘Democracy: The 
elected government, in the early stages of 
its term of office, fleeces the electorate 
left, right and centre, pirating the often 
hard-won earnings of millions of people to 


HOWE 
Angling towards election 


me a a 


Qa an 


pay tribute to the Czars of big banksterdom 
to whom the nation yields interest in return 
for the creation of its money. This is of 
course politically quite a safe procedure, 
for people’s memories are short. They can 
anyway always be persuaded that the rape 
of their pockets is necessary as the govern- 
ment has to embark on an austerity pro- 
gramme to get the country out of- its curr- 
ent mess — a mess that of course is always 
the fault of the government that has gone 
before! 

Then when the next election is not so 
far away the ruling government changes its 
tactics. The electorate must not be raped 
but wooed. In dulcet tomes the presiding 
politicians address the people and tell them 
that, due of course to the government's 
sound policies, the national economy is 
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now in a better state and the budget can 
be less severe on the people. That the peo- 


‘ple are still being robbed of their earnings 


is conveniently overlooked. When a man is 
being tortured almost into oblivion, just a 
slight easing of the severity of the torture 
is liable to make him feel almost grateful 
to his torturer. The politicians of ‘Dem - 
ocracy’ shrewdly understand this peice of 
psychology and know how and when = to 
apply it. That is what the latest Howe 
budget is all about. 


Bermondsey rejects poofs 


The Bermondsey by-election resylt was 
not just a setback for Labour; it was a cat- 
astrophe — as nearly every press comment 
has testified. Journalists are also almost 
unanimous in agreeing that the uniqueness 
of the Bermondsey vote was that it was a 
vote, not just against the Labour Party, but 
especially a personal vote against the Lab- 
our candidate, Peter Tatchell. This would 
seem to be borne out in a comparison with 
the other swings against Labour that have 
taken place in by-elections in recent 
times. In Glasgow Queens Park the swing 


‘was 8 per-cent, in Peckham 10 per-cent, 


in Birmingham Northfield 9 per-cent, in 
Gower 10 per-cent, in Glasgow Hillhead 8 
per-cent, in Crosby 15 per-cent, in Croy- 
don North West 14 per-cent and in Warr- 
ington 14 per-cent. As these by-elections 
have been listed here in reverse chronolog- 
ical order, it would have appeared before 
Bermondsey that the scale of the swing 
against Labour had gone down a little since 
1981, when the Warrington, Croydon and 
Crosby polls took place, and stabilised at 


around 8-10 per-cent. 


Yet at Bermondsey the Labour vote fell 
by an incredible 38 per-cent! 

Was it Labour’s lurch to the far left that 
caused this phenomenon? In fact that ten- 
dency was present and well known in all 
the previous by-elections. 

Was it the fact that Bermondsey Labour 
candidate Tatchell was himself an ally of 
the far left of the party? Hardly. The 
candidate at nearby Peckham, Harriet Har- 
man, was no less so and there the Labour 
vote dropped a mere 10 per-cent. 

Some observers have tried to make out 
that what swung things against Tatchell 
was that he was an Australian. That simply 
does not stand up. Most ordinary British 
people have a warm feeling of kinship with 
Australians. Another Australian, Russell 
Kerr, has been a Labour MP for years. 

What was the factor that scuppered 
Peter Tatchell? Beyond any doubt it was 
his association with the ‘Gay’ cause. 
While media reports tried to play this 
down, local leafletters and graffitti artists 
made sure that the voters did not forget it. 

One incident in the campaign was cur- 


ious. After some anonymous leaflets had 
been distributed in the area which, among 
other things, called attention to Tatchell's 
sexual predilictions, the National Front was 
approached and asked whether it. was res- 
ponsible. Its denial was rather more em- 
phatic than it need have been. A Front 
spokesman was quoted in the press as con- 
demning the leaflet and saying: "It's stupid 
and illegal, and we don't approve of it.” 
We would have thought that in a matter 
like this simple denial of authorship and 
responsibility would have sufficed, and that 


no additional comments should be necess- ` 


ary. If any such comments were made, 
they ought to have been along something 
like these lines: "If Mr. Tatchell is a 
homosexual, we think this ought to be 
known to the electors of Bermondsey before 
they cast their votes. We also think, if the 
allegations on this point are untrue, that 
Mr. Tatchell should issue a statement to 
that effect. This is not to say that we 
approve of the issue of leaflets anonym- 
ously — these things should be said out in 
the open.’ 

That is at least how we wouid have 


replied had we been questioned on the- 


matter. 

We have seen anyway the disaster that 
can befall a party in a vital election when 
its candidate bears the taint of homosex- 
uality. Just what kind of chances is any 
party going to have of attaining political 
credibility when it becomes known that the 
dominant figure in its national leadership 
has the same millstone round his neck? 


The Zionist connection 


Australia has a newPrime Minister, and 
from all accounts he is someone likely to 
drag that once fine country yet further 
towards the abyss to which it has been 
heading for the past couple of decades. 
Already he has started to dismantle the 
Australian defence establishment, and there 
is no doubt from his record that he will 
continue the process of turning Australia 
from a homogeneous society into a multi- 
racial slum. — 

How did Bob Hawke get where he is? 
His political background is one of rabid 
left-wing extremism — at least as rabid as 
that of the lunatic fringe of the Labour 
Party in this country. He has a notorious 
past record as a drunkard and womaniser. 
Just how did a specimen like this rise to be 
Premier of his country? With so many 
things working against him, he must some- 
where have had some powerful forces wor- 
king for him. What could they be? 

A report in The Sunday Telegraph of 
March 6th provided what is perhaps a clue. 
Hawke, the report said, has always been a 
passionate Zionist, even going against the 
majority of left-wing radicals in Australia, 


who sided with the Palestinian cause. For 
Israel, said the report, Hawke “conceived 
an earnest but not altogether balanced 
devotion.” Later, the report continued, 
Hawke “drove himself to the edge of a 
breakdown in seeking abortively to pers- 
uade the Kremlin to allow Soviet Jews to 
emigrate.” 

The edge of a breakdown? Now that 
really is something! One hears of people 
driving themselves in this way for all sorts 
of reasons but for a non-Jewish politician 
to do so for the sake of getting Jews out of 
Russia suggests a dedication to that purpose 
that is really out of the ordinary. Just what 
inducement did Mr. Hawke have to go to 
such lengths? Could it have been the in- 
ducement of a smooth passage in the future 
to the highest office that his country could 
offer? If so, at least this must be said for 
Mr. Bob Hawke — he knows where power in 
the political world resides! 


‘Good Tory material 


Some time ago we heard that Mrs. Sara 
Jones,. widow of Falklands hero Colonel H. 
Jones, had been a guest at the 1982 Tory 
Party conference and was being considered 
as a possible Tory parliamentary candidate. 
In view of this, the public might be inter- 
ested to know of Mrs. Jones’ views about 
the Falklands. 

In a recent magazine interview she 
said that “the principle was worth fighting 
for.” What principle? The report of the 
interview was not specific on this point, 
but it did go on to quote Mrs. Jones as say- 
ing: “Of course you cannot just hand it to 
the Argentines on a plate — then it would 
all have been for nothing. 

“But,” she continued, “if the Falklands 
were handed to Argentina after democratic 
agreement, then the principle would have 
been fulfilled and I would feel that that in 
itself would have made H’s death worth- 
while.” 

What Colonel H would have to say in 
reply to this we will sadly never know, but 
of one, thing we may be sure: his wife has 
shown by her methods of reasoning that she 
is eminently suited to be a Tory member 
of parliament -- and perhaps indeed for 
higher things than that! 


Col. H. JONES f 
Did he give 

| his life so that 
Falklands 
would be 

i handed over 
to Argentina? 
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What is a traitor? 


Donald Maclean, who died last month, 
was a traitor — a fact that was acknow- 
ledged in most of the newspaper comment 
that followed his death. 

But this comment reopens in our minds 
the question: what actually constitutes a 
traitor? | 

Maclean used his position in the For- 
eign service to pass on information which 
was of value to a foreign power, namely 
the Soviet Union, whose intentions are per- 
ceived as being hostile to British interests. 

But how many other men, highly placed 
in public life, have used and are using 
their positions to give aid of some kind to 
powers around the world and within Britain 
itself whose intentions are Bi ad hostile 
to British interests? 

Could not all the people in public life 
who have worked for the cause of the 
Common Market, for instance, which has 
done at least as much harm to British in- 
terests, be called traitors? 

And could not all those who have wor- 
ked to aid and. abet the Coloured invasion 
of this country — which itself has certainly 
served, indirectly, the interests of the Sov- 
iet Union, as well as gravely harmed the 
British interest, be classified as traitors? 

This journal holds no brief for the likes 
of Donald Maclean, Burgess, Blunt, Philby © 
or the rest of that Russia-loving gang. 

But we fail to see what, in the realm 
of treason, makes them so special — or 
marks them apart from tens of thousands 
of others in the same business of selling 
their country down the river. 


Who is to blame? 


The flight of Black Opposition leader 
Joshua Nkomo from ‘Zimbabwe’ simply 
highlights the slide towards barbarism and 
terror in that country. 

What is truly touching is to observe how 
Conservatism in Britain is reacting to these 
events. 

One faction among the Tories is now 
blaming Lord Carrington and his Lancaster 
House Agreement for producing the present 
situation. It was this Agreement, says this 
faction, which allowed power to be placed 
in the hands of extremists like Mugabe. 

Other Tories have leapt to Carrington's 
defence, saying that, given that his brief 
was to arrange the transition from White to 
‘majority’ rule, he had no other options. 

We dislike having to say so, but in this 
case Carrington’s defenders are right. The 
real guilt lies with those in the Tory Party 
who formulated and pushed through the 
policy of ‘majority’ rule in the first place. 
In this regard, all Tories of influence and 
rank stand equally condemned. 
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Census fails to hide 
frightening growth in 
immigrånt numbers 


HOW MANY IMMIGRANTS are there 
today in Britain? When people ask that 


‘question they usually mean something 


entirely different to the litéral translation 
of the words employed. Literally, the 
word ‘immigrant? means anyone born 
outside the United Kingdom, irrespective 
of race. But when the question is discussed, 


what is normally under review is the. 


number of COLOURED people living in 
this country, whether born here or not. 
Straightaway, the word ‘Coloured’ 
should itself be carefully defined. In the 
minds of most people, it embraces all 
non-Europeans, including those who, like 
many of the Arabs, have a skin texture 
that is nearly white. Perhaps we should go 
further than this, and instead of referring 
to ‘non-Europeans’ consider all those who 
may be classified in the category of 
RACIALLY ALIEN — by which we mean 
of ethnic origin so different to the 
indigenous British as to make assimilation 
impossible without a substantial alteration 
of the stock. By this definition we must 


incorporate a large portion of the people 


of Latin American origin and at least 
some of those of South European origin. 
The populations of Italy, Spain, Portugal 
and Greece today, for instance, are by no 
means wholly Aryan but come in various 
gradations, some of which are assimilable 
with ourselves and some not. Most 
Northern Italians, for instance, may be 
regarded as assimilable, but with Southern 
Italians it is difficult to make a rule and 
selection would have to be made on an 
individual basis. It is anyway probable 
that about one-third of Mediterranean 
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immigrants here and at least one half of 
those from Latin America could not be 
absorbed into the British population 
without some deterioration of the stock 
and must therefore be placed among 
those to whom we have applied the 
‘racially alien’ description. 

We come back to our original question 
slightly rephrased: just how many of these 
people are there in the United Kingdom? | 

An accurate estimate cannot be made 
because the Government, bowing to the 
pressure of racial minority groups, has 
refused to include in its recent census 
(carried out in 1981) any count of people 
based on colour or ethnic origin. Some of 
the statistics provided by this census do, 
however, enable us to make some rough 
estimate of what is at least the MINIMUM 
number of people in this country that we 
may classify as racially unassimilable. 
Propagandists who support unrestricted 
immigration have for the last few years 
been giving this number as about 1% 
million. As we will soon see, this is far 
short of the real figure. 

The census lists 3,374,000 people in 
the United Kingdom as having been born 
outside the UK. Of these, 1,517,000 are 
acknowledged as born in the ‘New 
Commonwealth’ and Pakistan. Then 
taking other countries, including Asian 
and African countries not in the Common- 
wealth, as well as Caribbean countries in 
the same category, we have a further total 
of 286,493. Then there are immigrants 
born in Europe, Latin America, the USA 
and USSR. Taking the Southern European 
countries previously mentioned, immig- 


rants from which are numbered at 
166,511, if we calculate about a third of 
these as being unassimilable we have a 
total of 55,534. In the case of those born 
in Latin America, we may assume that a 
higher than average proportion of those 
coming to Britain are of European back- 
ground. Even then, out of the total given 
in the census as 30,000 it would be over- 
generous to estimate anything more than 
half as assimilable with ourselves, leaving 
15,000 that must be classified as unassimil- 
able. In the case of the United States, for 
which 118,079 immigrants are given and 
of the USSR, for which the figure is 
35,900, we should again assume that 
people of European stock are more likely 
to migrate here than non-Europeans. 
Allowing for this, it would not be un- 
reasonable to assess about 10,000 
‘Americans’ and 3,590 (10 per-cent) 
former Soviet citizens as coming into the 
latter category. 


HOW MANY BORN HERE? 


From these figures we now arrive at a. 
total of 1,877,617 people born overseas 
who must be regarded as of racial stock 
radically different to the native stock of 
the British Isles (this figure excludes 
Jews, whom we will come to later). 

What is. of course the great impon- 
derable is the numbers of people of the 
same racial classification that have been 
born in this country and not in any way 
quantified by the census. Are there any 
clues in the census document that may 
enable us to make some estimate of 
these numbers? 

One such clue does exist in the form 
of figures for people living in households 
of which the head is born outside the 
United Kingdom. This is given as about 
4% million. Taking the figure of those 
born abroad as 3,374,000, we have by 
subtraction a number of 1,126,000 bom 
in this country living in households whose 
family head was born elsewhere. 

What portion of this number is 
‘racially alien’ and what portion of 
sufficiently kindred race to be assimilable? 
First let us look at the portion of those 
born abroad who come into the former 
category. 1,877,617 out of 3,374,000 
represents a proportion of 55.6 per-cent. 
If this percentage was projected so as to 
obtain a figure of people born here but 
living in households headed by racially 
alien immigrants, it would add an 
estimated number of 625,872 to the total 
of 1,877,617. 

Such a figure would, however, 
certainly represent a gross under-estimate. 
We are really talking here mostly about 
the children born in this country whose 

Contd. on next page 


fathers (or in the case of one-parent 
families mothers) were born abroad. 
According to the survey, the non-White 
birthrate in Britain is nearly double that 
of the White, being 112 per thousand as 
against 59 per thousand. If these figures 
are taken into account, the number of 
racially alien children born in Britain but 
living in households whose head was born 
outside the UK must be at least 800,000. 
When this. figure is added to the total of 
1,877,617 racial aliens born abroad, we 
have a figure of 2,677,617. 


But a moment’s thought will tell us 


that figure is miles away from being a 


complete one. The figure of immigrants’. 


children we have so far.examined is con- 
fined to those still living under their 
parents’ roof. What about those who were 
born in this-country and have now moved 
out of their parents’ homes and have set 
up homes of their own? And what about 
| THEIR porga 


country. Those children would now in 


substantial quantity be having their own 
children, who would not be included in 
the census because the heads of the 
households in which they live would have 
been born in Britain. 


MILLION BY 1961 


If we take at random the year 1961, it is 
probable that the total number of all cate- 
gories of racially unassimilable immigrants 
(apart from Jews) that had settled in this 
country would have been not less than a 
million, and these would have been coming 
in at a steady flow since the late 1940s. 

"It is virtually certain that, apart 


possibly from those arriving in 1959-61 


and thereabouts, most of these would 
have had children born in this country 
who would now have grown to adulthood 
and moved out of their parents’ homes, 


. and a good number at least of which 


— would have started to raise families. 


MINIMUM NUMBERS 


Quite obviously, we are now entering 
into an area of statistics where accurate 
assessment is much more difficult. How- 
ever, there are some pointers which should 
enable us at least to arrive at MINIMUM 
numbers. 

When we are talking about the off- 
spring of immigrant families who have 
left their parents’ home and set up home 
of their own, we might assume that 20 is 
about the age at which such a move 
would, on average, be made. In some 
cases it will be older and in some younger, 
of course. This would mean that such 
people would have parents of probably 
not less than 40 years old and that those 
parents (or at least the father) would have 
been in this country not less than 20 years. 

How do we get an estimate of the 
numbers of people in this category? The 
census document records that 554,810 
(or 36.5 per-cent) of the immigrants from 
the New Commonwealth or Pakistan are 
40 years of age or over. But this does not 
tell us very much, for it does not classify 
these over-40s in terms of the time of 
their arrival in Britain. Some may indeed 
have come over in the last 10 or 15 years 
and in that case their children may have 
been born in their parents’ countries of 
origin and would be included in the 
younger age-groups listed in the census. 
Neither does the figure include pre-1961 
arrivals who are now dead. 

A better guide would be the figures 
of those immigrants who came here in the 
1950s. Most of these would have been of 
child-bearing age and it is probable that 
the younger ones among them at least 
would have had children born in this 


What sort of numbers would these 
come to? And how many children could 
they have had? We have stated before 
that ‘the immigrant birthrate stands in 
relation to that of White British people at 
aratio of 112:59, that is to say it is almost 
double. The present British, birthrate is 
slightly below replacement level, i.e. 2 
children per family or one child per head 
of the population. This would mean that 
if the 112:59 ratio is applied immigrants 
would be having on average slightly under 
2 children per head of the population. 

That 112:59 ratio, however, can be 
misleading. It- relates to the AVERAGE, 
which is spread over all age groups, in- 


cluding those past child-bearing age. In. 


any group of people between 20 and 40 
the average is obviously going to be much 
higher. And this is precisely the age range 
of those sons and daughters of immigrants 
who were themselves born in this country 
before approximately 1961. 

At a very minimum estimate, this 
generation would have had 2 million 
children, whose ages would now vary 
between 22 and 35. 

And how many children would THEY 
have had? If we take the figure of 2 million 
and double it on the basis of 2 children to 
each immigrant, we get another 4 million! 
That, however, could be an over-estimate. 

Obviously , those nearer the maximum 


end of this age range are likely to have ` 


had more children than those nearer the 
minimum. end, i.e. those between, say, 28 
and 35 will have larger families than those 
between 22 and 27. 

To err on the side of caution, hei 
fore, it would be best to calculate the 
probable total of offspring of this gener- 
ation as about 3 million. 


By now we are getting nearer to a 
real estimate of the total number of un- 
assimilable racial aliens in this country. 
The figures we have so far are as follows:— 


People born outside the 
1,877,617 


-People living in households 
whose head was born i 
800,000 


outside the UK (app.) 

People born to parents 

who were born outside 

the UK but who themselves 

were born inside the UK 

and have now left their 

parents” homes 2,000,000 
Children born to the 

above category 3,000,000 
Total 7,677,617 


Does this total represent the sum of 
people of racially unassimilable immigrant 
stocks now in this country? It does not. 
It represents only those who have, or 
whose parents have, given the requested 
information to the Census Office. It 
almost certainly excludes the vast majority ` 
of ILLEGAL immigrants and those born 
to illegal immigrants, for these obviously 
would not want to pass on information 


which could result in themselves and/or 


their parents being obliged to leave this 
country. This number is a complete im- 
ponderable but it would be extremely 
surprising if it were not sufficient to raise 
the total to over 8 MILLION. 


THE JEWS 


As mentioned earlier, these figures 
exclude the Jewish community in Britain. 
There may be some controversy as to 
whether this community should be 
regarded as racially unassimilable, but the 
best way to resolve that controversy is to 
refer the matter to the Jews themselves. 
Their leaders have stated again and again 
that they do NOT want to assimilate — and 
this can be borne out by the fact that in the 
majority they HAVE NOT assimilated. 

Official Jewish figures give this 
number at rather over half a million, but 
that number includes only those who are 
registered members of synagogues and 
organised Jewish communites; the full 
total is probably nearer 1 million. 

We now have a number of something 
around 9 MILLION people in this country 
who do not wish to be, or cannot be, part 
of the British nation as we understand it. 
And-this figure , it should be borne in mind, 
is derived from a census conducted in 
1981. We are now 2 years on from that 
time. 

It is a sobering thought. 
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SCENARIO OF 


Inthe second part of a three- part article JOHN TYNDALL 
examines the political motives of the Soviet leaders and 
the bearing they have on Soviet foreign policy. 


— 


| INSTRUMENT OF POLITICS 
Soviet warships, like the one above, patrolling the world’s oceans, are a major psychological 
weapon used by the Soviet leaders to impress the nations with Russia’s armed might. Russia 
today, like Britain yesterday, knows the value of ‘gunboat diplomacy’. 


Sev eee es nn 


‘KNOW YOUR ENEMY’ being one of the 
very first rules of warfare, it is essential that 
in any projections as to the future use of 
British armed forces we should be aware of 
the nature of the enemies we may face. By 
‘nature’ I mean of course the political nature 
and aims of those powers with whom we 
could be in conflict: Had Britain properly 
understood the true political aims of Nazi 
Germany in as far as these affected our own 
country and its interests, World War II could 


have been avoided. If we are clear in our minds 


as to the political aims of any powers which 
might provoke a future war, we may avoid 
such a war or, if this is impossible, be much 
better prepared to wage it when it occurs. 

In the first part of this article last 
month I examined the military feasibility of 
a successful Soviet invasion of Western 
Europe and pointed out that, in the highly 
unlikely event of this being possible, the 
legacy of a Soviet victory would be that the 
Soviet Union would be forced to occupy and 
police Western. Europe indefinitely — a non- 
starter from all points of view, military, 
logistical, economic and political. But is 
there, in the minds of those who determine 
Soviet policy, even any’ logical motive of 
ideology that would justify such an invasion 
and occupation if they could be effectively 
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carried out? | 
“Of course there is!” the cry will rise 
from the massed ranks of morons of the 
orthodox ‘right’, ‘“‘That motive is the 
domination of the world by Communism!”’ 
But before we can appreciate the merits of 
that view we must ask ourselves two 
questions: firstly, what exactly is Com- 
munism? And secondly, to what extent is 
the Soviet Union today a Communist state? 
In answer to the first of these questions, 
we may say that no-one can properly under- 
stand Communism if they 
achievement of a Communist society as an 
end in itself, representing the chief motive 
behind the actions of those who are Com- 
munism’s leading promotors. The Communist 
conspiracy is in fact but one facet — albeit a 
most important facet — of a greater 
conspiracy -to destroy the independent 
nations and races of the world as a prelude 
to subjecting mankind to a world govern- 
ment. The actual social and economic 
programme of Communism, as detailed in 
Marx’s Communist Manifesto, is nothing 
more than pure bait — a set of slogans 
which, put together, amount to an idealistic 
utopia concocted to attract and exploit the 
dumb and mindless masses — the ‘useful 
idiots’, as Lenin called them — who will 


regard the” 


WAR 


serve as the fodder for the furtherance of 
this greater conspiracy. 

Critics of Communism have often com- 
mented on the paradox whereby Communist 
ideals, which are so lacking in intellectual 
substance that they can only be believed in 
by the mentally backward, are promoted by 
some of the most diabolically clever intellects 
that the world has produced. But in -fact 
there is no real paradox; the explanation is 
simple: Those who promote Communism at 
the highest level do not believe in its pro- 
fessed ideals; they recognise those ideals as 
being as childish and impossible of realisation 
as we do; but they also recognise that the 
appeal of them can be highly effective in 
winning the mass support that they need for 
the achievement of political power. And it is 
political power, abové all things, in which 
these promotors are interested. 


CONSPIRACY 


Without any doubt, the Communist 
movement was originally created with the 
intention that it should serve as a vital 
instrument — possibly the most vital instru- 
ment — in the conspiracy for world govern- 
ment and the subjugation of nations; never 
at any time, however, has it been the only 
instrument; at least equally vital has been 
the international capitalist system, with its 
built-in machinery of money manipulation, 
and its political arm, which is the multi- 
party structure that prevails in most of the 
so-called ‘democracies’! where the masses are 
deluded that government is by ‘consent of 
the people’ but where in reality it is by 
consent of those who control the levers of 
money power and monopolise the channels 


-of public information and opinion. 


Since the Russian Revolution of 1917, 
International Communism and International 
Capitalism, while engaged in a bogus ‘cold 
war’ against each other, have in fact worked 
in close harness towards a common inter- 
national objective. Ample material in 
evidence of this has been published over the 
years in this magazine, so that it is not 
necessary for me to repeat it in detail here. I 
should, however, commend to the reader 
especially the works of Anthony Sutton, in 
which abundant proof has been provided to 
the effect that the whole Communist system 
has been kept in being by means of financial 
and technological aid from the West, in 
particular from the United States, and that 
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without this aid the mammoth Soviet military 


machine would not have been possible to 


maintain. 
— Would those who have supplied this aid 
to the Soviet have done so had they known 
that there was the slightest possibility that 
the Soviet military machine would be 
employed in an attack on the West? 

And would any such attack be consistent 
with the true aims of the promotors of 
Communism when it is recognised that those 
same aims are being gradually achieved by 
peaceful political and financial means within 
the state .structures of the Western 
‘democracies’? brh 


AIMS OF RUSSIA 


It is common knowledge that by the 
process of the Russian Revolution of 1917 
the enormous Russian Empire was delivered 
over to the control of a clique of international 
Jews, only a minority of whom were even 
born in Russia, and'who undoubtedly were 
the conscious and willing instruments of a 
Jewish conspiracy for world government. 

"With the death of Lenin, who although 
pårtly Russian was a Jewish tool, and the 
victory of the Stalin faction in the struggle 


for succession, the political picture of Soviet. 


Russia changed, and ever since has defied 
simple definition. Slavic Nationalism was for 
centuries a powerful force within Russia. 
This force was not suddenly eliminated by 
the Revolution; it was merely driven under- 
ground. It was not allowed to find expression 
in the form of a lawfully constituted political 
party, openly professing Nationalist aims, 
and so it became absorbed in the Communist 
Party, the only lawful party in the state -— in 
much the same way as former Nazis in East 
Germany became Communist Party officials 
after the latter became the only lawful party 
following the Soviet occupation. Just as the 
East German machinery of state simply 
could not function without the participation 
of those who had once been Nationalists, 
neither could there be any kind of effective 
machinery of state in Soviet Russia without 
the participation of Russians who had been, 
and to a great extent still were; nationally 
minded. 

The purpose of the Jewish faction 
which dominated the ruling revoluionary 
caucus was of course to ensure that this 
Russian national element never became the 
decisive power-wielding element in the state. 

This purpose was certainly achieved in 


the very early years of the new regime but 


with the coming to power of Stalin a process 
of change began which was to have far 
reaching consequences in the direction of 
Russian affairs. Stalin, bit by bit, began to 
purge the top Jews from the party apparatus, 
in some cases replacing them by Russians or 
at any rate non-Jews. Whether this was from 
genuinely nationalistic motives on Stalin’s 
part or purely from motives of personal 
opportunism and a lust for personal power is 
open to question, but Stalin’s Georgian 


origins makes the latter the more probable 


explanation. Stalin, at any rate, certainly 
came to see the international Jewish faction 
in the state as comprising the main barrier to 
his own ambitions of total control, while at 
the same time seeing the Russian national 
faction as potentially his ally. 


TWO SCHOOLS OF THOUGHT 


Controversy has raged ever since between 
conspiracy-watchers on the question of who 
actually holds power in Russia. Qne school of 
thought holds that the Jews have lost control 
completely and that Russian nationals 
dominate the regime. An opposite school 
maintains that the Jews still retain the power 


and that any appearance of ‘Russification’ is 


mere window-dressing, created to mislead 
the non-Communist world. 
The probable explanation of where the 


power resides in Russia lies somewhere | 


between these two extreme and over- 
simplified views. In every large and diverse 
society there tends to be a pluralism. In 
Western-style ‘democracies’ this pluralism 
finds expression in separate political parties; 
in single-party states, on the other hand, it will 
be obliged to take a different form, comprising 
unofficial factions which vie for power 
within the ruling party, and mainly behind 
the scenes. It is certain that this pluralism 
exists in Russia today, and that its chief 
division is between Slavie Russians, who 
think nationally and merely pay lip-service 
to international proletarian slogans that are 
part of the tradition of the regime, and inter- 
national Jews faithful to the original aims of 
the Revolution but forced by the same 
process to seek some compromise with the 
non-Jewish elements in the state in order to 
have some chance of retaining their foothold. 

How does all this bear upon Soviet 
policy. today? It bears upon it in such a way 
as force that policy to be something in the 
manner of a consensus product, acceptable 
at the same time to national and inter- 
national factions. 

This could certainly be said of the 
massive Soviet arms build-up. We in the West 
must never forget that Russia was invaded in 
1941 by Germany and would probably have 
been defeated by the Germans in the war 


-had she not received huge Western aid and 


had not her adversary had to fight a war on 
two fronts — indeed at times on more than 
two fronts. The memory of her near defeat 
in the early 1940s has dug deep into Russia’s 
consciousness, as has also the fact that 
should there be a future revival of National- 
ism in Germany Russia, or at least a part 
thereof, could again become a German target. 
There is therefore much logic in the mainten- 
ance of the Soviet satellite states as a buffer 
zone between Russia and Germany, which at 
the same time incorporates a vital part of 
Germany itself, and in the permanent station- 
ing of large Soviet forces in Eastern Europe 
and in Russia’s own Western borderlands. 
Russia has at the same time an equally 
paranoid fear of the potential danger that 


could be represented, at her opposite end, 
by Red China — particularly if the Chinese, 


‘as they could well do, attained a level of 
‘technological development comparable to 


their near racial cousins, the Japanese, and 


‘thus became potentially a military power of 


awesome proportions. 
These two factors in the geopolitical 


map of the world provide strong enough 


reasons for the Russians to be able to reach, 
between their various political elements, a 
firm consensus in favour of the permanent 
maintenance of a very powerful military 
machine. Nationalists can agree on this for 
the purpose of the preservation of Russia, 
while Communists can agree upon it for the 
purpose of the preservation of Communism 
— for in their case better a Soviet state in 
part containing a Communist element than 
no Soviet state at all. 

The International Jewish faction in 
Russia could not anyway dismantle the huge 
military establishment if it wanted to. The 
Soviet armed forces, because of their size 
and importance, are a vital political factor in 
the state and would certainly be able to 
resist any attempt to run them down and 
put their leaders out to grass. The ‘Jerusalem 
Circle’, as it is sometimes called in Russia, 
therefore has to live with the military estab- 
lishment and avoid giving offence to it. This 
acts as a sobering brake on Jewish power in 
the Soviet Union. 


HOW COMMUNIST IS RUSSIA? 


This leads us to the question: is Russia 
today a truly Communist state? There is not 
a clear and concise answer to that question. 
Certainly Russia is a Communist state in 
official terms. Its national flag and emblem 
are Communist. It acknowledges Marx and 
Lenin to be its spiritual fathers: Its state 
propaganda still parrots the familiar slogans 
about ‘proletarian internationalism’ and 
‘workers of the world unite!’ It still sponsors 
Communist movements and other subversive 
bodies in the non-Communist world. 

But do Russian policy and practice 
conform to Communist prescriptions? Is 
what the Soviet regime is actually doing 
both on the domestic and international stage 
consistent with what a regime would be 
doing if world Communism in accordance 
with the principles of Marx and Lenin was 
its objective? 

To this latter question, there cannot be 
a simple affirmative answer, for in many 
areas Russian policy and practice indicate 
the opposite. Schoolchildren in Russia, in 
contrast to those in most Western countries, 
are given a strong conditioning in patriotism 
— a decidedly un-communist idea. National 
defence is given the highest priority in all 
state expenditure. In cultural matters, the 
regime sets out deliberately to conserve and 
promote the heritage of the old Russia, and 
opposes alien and degenerate influences in 
art, music, literature and the theatre. 
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SCENARIO OF WAR 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Recently the regime has expressed great 
concern about the low birth rate among the 
_ European Russian elements of the popu- 
lation by contrast with the prolific increase 
in the numbers. of the Asiatic nationalities — 
something that it would certainly not do if it 
remained faithful to the Communist dogma 
that ‘‘all races are equal.” | 


And what of Russia’s promotion of 


Communist and other subversive movements 
overseas? Could this not be for no other 
reason than that Russia is putting’ into 
practice a classic rule of foreign policy which 
has guided all nations in their periods of 
growth and expansion: the rule that anything 
which weakens one’s international rivals 
strengthens one’s own state and is therefore 
to be encouraged. Nesta Webster in her book 
World Revolution details how the Prussian 
and later the Imperial German government 
sponsored far-left revolutionary and sub- 
versive movements in France in the 19th 
Century.. Mrs. Webster, whose mainly 
intelligent approach to world politics was 
jaundiced by her excessive Germanophobia, 
drew from this the conclusion that there was 
a nexus between Prussianism and Com- 
munism, whereas the much more logical 
explanation was simply that the Germans 
saw France at that time as their main inter- 
national rival and sought any means of 
weakening her. Revolutionary activity within 
a nation, if it is of a left-wing nature, always 
weakens and undermines. The Soviet leaders 
know this, and that constitutes by far the 
most probable motive for Soviet-inspired 
revolutionary activity in the countries to 
which Russia is not friendly. 


INSTRUMENT OF POLITICS 


"As for the Soviet military machine, 
aside from the defensive considerations that 
I have mentioned earlier, it is most probable 
that this is conceived for the same basic 
purpose of foreign policy — that is to say as 
an instrument of politics rather than of war. 
While there is no evidence that Russia would 
gain from a world conflagration such as 
would ensue from an attack by her on 
Western Europe, there is abundant evidence 
that she can gain from the practice of 
gunboat diplomacy. As long as the Red 
Army and its ancillary services can terrify 
other nations, Russia is going to extract the 
most favourable possible terms from those 
nations in all her diplomatic dealings with 
them. We British, before our ruling class 
became soft in the head, well understood 
this rule of international relations and 
applied it in the promotion of our own 
interests with admirable skill and ruthlessness. 
Contemporary Russia, whose rulers are not 
soft in the head, has learned well from this 
example provided by British history. © 

And that is not the only parallel between 
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Russia today and Britain of yesterday. The 


British in their heyday of imperial expansion 
sounded as their guiding slogans the ideals of 
‘democracy’, ‘fair play’ and the ‘rule of law’ 
— all meaningless abstractions to those rulers 
who truly understood the fundamentals of 
power politics but highly convenient as 
window dressing to appease those at home 
who needed to satisfy themselves that our 


imperial policy was wrapped up in the finery 


of some lofty moral purpose. This was no 
different of course to the language ‘of 
conquistadors and empire-builders of former 
centuries who sanctified their aggressive 
policies by blessing them with the sign of the 
cross. Men of power in whatever age are 
usually obliged to resort to the humbug of 
employing conventionally acceptable slogans 
— slogans, that is, which are their inheritance 


from the established traditions and ritual of © 


state — in order to make their schemes 
palatable to the greatest number. In the case 
of Soviet Russia there is the necessity for 
nationalistically inspired policies to be 
explained in terms of service to international 
and Communist ideals, for those were the 
ideals which formed the original basis for the 
ruling party and state in that country and 
they are ideals still believed in by a powerful 
and influential element in Soviet society — 
albeit no longer necessarily the dominating 
element. In this way is achieved the 
consensus backing to Russian policy of 
which I have spoken earlier. 


AGGRESSIVE FOREIGN POLICY 


From this analysis we may now make a 
summary of Russia’s intentions towards the 
rest of the world. Of the two factions within 


the Soviet state, the Russian nationalist — 


faction favours an aggressive and expansionist 
foreign policy which loses no opportunity to 
tip the balance of world power towards 
Russia and away from her rivals. The Soviet 
military machine is most certainly an instru- 
ment of this policy but primarily a psycho- 
logical one: it is designed to frighten and 
intimidate more than it is designed to fight 
and conquer. That does not mean that it will 
not be used for the latter purpose in any 
circumstances, but such use is almost 
certainly going to be a limited one — such as 
in Afghanistan and in the putting down, 
where necessary, of insurrection in Russia’s 
East European satellite territories. Russia, 
like the python, will swoop and devour prey 
small enough to swallow; she will not 
commit suicide by trying to devour prey too 
big to swallow. 

The same nationalist faction will sponsor, 
foment and promote, completely without 
scruple, any movement or tendency that will 
have a weakening effect within or upon those 
nations whom Russia sees as her rivals on the 
international stage, including of course 
Britain. In this regard no surprise should be 
attached to the fact that the Soviets gave 
their support to the Argentine military junta 
over its claims on the Falkland Islands. The 


policy of harming Britain took overwhelming 
precedence, in the minds of Russia’s prag- 
matic rulers, over any formal ideological 
differences with Latin American Fascism. 


MEANS TO AN END j 


The International Jewish faction within 
Russia, on the other hand, has as its primary 
purpose of foreign policy the promotion of 
Communism — but not as an end in itself, 
rather as a means to an end — the end being 
the internationalisation of the world under 
the heel of the Jews. The subverting of non- 
Communist nations within serves this purpose 
just as it serves the purpose of Russian 
foreign policy as conceived by the nationalist 
element, albeit for different reasons, and so 
it is quite easy to reach consensus between 
the two factions so far as that foreign policy 
is concerned. _ 

The International Jewish faction, on the 
other hand, could have no conceivable purpose 
in supporting a full-scale Soviet invasion of 
Western Europe because, as indicated earlier, 
every design that International Jewry has for 
the Western European nations, and indeed 


. for the United States, is well on the way to 


being achieved by other means. 

As a consequence, nothing could be 
more conducive to the furtherance of the 
Soviet interest than that Western strategists 
should be dominated by the prospect of a 
Soviet invasion of Western Europe and in 
consequence disposed to devote almost all 
their military resources to meeting a threat 
from that quarter and have little left to meet 
other threats to their security and interests 
that emanate from other quarters. Such a 
mentality would parallel that of the ‘Maginot 
Line’ strategists of France prior to World. 
War II, who built a massive and immobile 
defensive wall, at vast expense, along their 
whole border with Germany — only to have 
their enemy leave the wall alone, march 
round it and attack France on an entirely 
different flank. rere 

So far as Britain is concerned, there are 
numerous other flanks on which an enemy is | 
liable to attack us in the future, those 
attacks constituting far more likely contin- 
gencies for war — because they are far more 
likely to yield profit to that enemy for 
minimal risk — than the contingency of a 
Westward march by the Red Army. 

At the same time, while inno way should 
we regard Soviet Russia as a friend, neither 
should we regard her as our only enemy — or 
even our main enemy. We must be prepared 
to be subject to attack by a variety of 
enemies and in a variety of forms, and our 
apparatus of national self-defence must be 
sufficiently varied and sufficiently flexible 
to cope with any or all of them. This capacity 
for self-defence must be, not merely military, 
but also political, economic and ideological 
— for it is in all these areas that Britain is 
threatened by her enemies. What we must do 
in this regard will be the subject of the final 
part of this article next month. 


AGREAT DREAM © 
GONE WRONG 


Book review by JOHN TYNDALL 


‘POPULISM’ AND ‘ELITISM ’ (by Revilo P. 
Oliver); Liberty Bell Publications, Box 21, 
Reedy, W. Va. 25270, USA. 


PROFESSOR REVILO P. OLIVER will not 
be a strange name to the readers of Spear- 
head. Professor of Classics at the University 
of Illinois for 32 years, he is recognised as 
perhaps the most formidable intellect in the 
English-speaking world — at least among 
those of us dedicated’ to the cause of White 
Race resurgence. His writings have often 
featured in our magazine, sometimes to the 
displeasure of those readers who believe that 
cohtroversy over matters of religion should 
be excluded from our columns — for 
Professor Oliver is, among other things, an 
outspoken iconoclast in matters dear to the 
Church. Mature Christians will be able to 
applaud his commentaries on the contem- 
porary political questions while agreeing to 
differ with him in the realm of the spiritual, 
and will acknowledge that one who has 
made such a vast contribution to enlighten- 
ment in the secular field should be entitled 
to a platform, excursions into religious 
heresy notwithstanding. Those church 
‘followers, on the other hand, who demand 
of us that people like Professor Oliver should 
be gagged, betray only a woeful lack of 
confidence in the pillars of their own faith, 
for if those pillars are strong there should be 
no fear that they will be demolished by the 
bracing winds of criticism. It must be 
repeated at the risk of tedium: Spearhead is 
an organ neither of Christianity nor of anti- 
Christianity but solely of Anglo-Saxon- 
Celtic racial nationalism. Those who are able 
to reconcile this creed with the teachings of 
Christianity are welcome to our ranks and 
welcome to state their views in these columns 
— as we have often given them the facility to 
do. Those, on the other hand, who cannot 
arrive at any such reconciliation are equally 
welcome, and should be allowed also to state 
their point of view. Only by free debate, and 


certainly not by censorship, will we arrive at 


an intelligent appreciation of the place of 
Christianity in the destiny of the White Man. 

This preamble is necessary, in view of 
past controversy, in announcing the latest 
work to come from Professor Oliver’s pen. 
Populism and Elitism should be of especial 
interest to readers in this country because a 
large portion of it is devoted to British 
affairs. The author puts under the microscope 
a particular ”£//te”, that section of the British 
ruling class of the late 19th and early 20th 


centuries which dedicated itself to the insti- 
tution of Empire and which became most 
highly organised in the form of the Rhodes/ 
Milner society, a group of men drawn almost 
entirely from the public schools and from 
Oxford and which comprised some of the 
most brilliantly talented products of that 
educational system. 

These men, says Professor Oliver, were 
devoted to- the aim of British Imperial 
expansion and to the utmost furtherance of 


‘the power of the British race (in which they 


included that portion of our race that 
formed the Anglo-Saxon nucleus of the 
United States of America). Not only, says 
the writer, was this the overt policy of the 
group, but it is probable that such a policy 
was sincerely believed in by the group’s 
leading spokesmen. Yet, the writer concludes, 
the ultimate result of the group’s activities 
was the very opposite of what it professed 
and intended: the wreckage of the British 
Empire and the enfeeblement of the race 
which created it. How this process came 
about is the main study of the book. 

In the view of Professor Oliver, two 


LORD MILNER 
Unconscious agent 
of his race’s 
destruction? 


strands were present very early on in the 
development of this imperialist society 
which were to prove the undoing of every- 
thing to which it was supposed to be 
dedicated. Cecil Rhodes, whom the author 
describes as ”a great man with a vision 
worthy of the Arthurian knights who sought 
the holy grail,” had a fatal blind spot in 
matters of race which allowed him to choose 
as his closest confidant none other than 
Lord Rothschild. Jews and Jewish money 
penetrated the society from its earliest 
beginnings, and the influence of this factor 
was vital in three areas of policy which were 
to have catastrophic consequences: the insti- 
gation of the Boer War of 1899-1902; the 
anti-German policy that was to culminate in 
the First World War; and the pro-Zionist 
policy which led to the Balfour Declaration, 
a document in which Lord Alfred Milner, 


the nominal leader of the group after 
Rhodes’ death, was to have a very close hand. 
_ How could such influences prevail in a 
society supposedly dedicated to the further- 
ance of the power of the ‘British’ race? 
‘From the start, as the author makes clear, 
such a conception of the race was not, as it 
should have been, a biological one, but 
rather one based upon a particular tradition 
of language, culture and ethics deriving from 
the English public schools and heavily 
impregnated with utopian concepts of Chris- 
tianity. As the author points out, these 
idealists entertained “the preposterous 
notion” that “education” could make an 
Englishman out of anyone, and they saw 
their theories justified in “the performance 
of wealthy young Hindu or Moslem princes 
who, educated in the traditions of the 
British public schools and sent to Oxford, 
had learned to play cricket, ride to the 
hounds, and converse with the right accent 
in English . . .” Needless to say, Hebrews 
who could simulate the same manners and 
speech and at least give lip service to the 
same moral codes were likewise treated as 
“Anglo-Saxons” and part of the breed that 
was to inherit the earth. 

In the author’s view — and this is no 
doubt where his book will: arouse heated 
controversy — it was the influence of Chris- 
tianity which gave birth to this peculiar 
concept of what was ‘‘British’’. The same 
influence, he states, gave birth to an entirely 
perverted idea of the purpose of empire. 
“Those crack-brained imperialists,” he con- 
tinues, ”even thought that the empire was an 
enterprise to be conducted in the interest of 
the subject races,” whereas “It should be 
evident to every rational man that an empire 
is to be administered for the benefit of the 
nation and race that created it.” 

As just one consequence of this cloud- 
cuckoo philosophy, the author cites a major 
reason why Canada opposed the idea of 
imperial federation, i.e. that the Canadians 
(then a more robust breed than they have 
latterly become) “were unwilling to accept 
the same status in the Empire as would be 
given to India...” 

By such processes, the society of Rhodes 
and Milner, founded for such admirable 
racial-nationist purposes, evolved in’ time 
into nothing better than a wing of the inter- 
national conspiracy for world government. 
The society, as the author makes clear, was 
an élitist conspiracy itself, but in its original 
concept one with wkolly admirable aims — 
underlining that conspiracies, like wars, are 
not themselves wrong but only become 
wrong when they are put to the service of 
bad aims. Unquestionably this happened in 
the case of the society founded by Cecil 
Rhodes, though he never lived to see the 
appalling consequences of its development. 

This book, which ranges over other 
themes besides this central one, consists of 
100 easy-to-read pages, and is highly recom- 
mended fare for those interested in the root 
causes of Britain’s present position. 
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THE GOSPEL 
ACCORDING 
TO ST. MARX 


PHILIP BAKER slams the trendy lefty clerics 
who are perverting religion 


NATIONALISTS will have a certain amount 
of sympathy with King Henry II when, in his 
anger at the meddling of Archbishop Becket 
in the affairs of State, he is said to have 
remarked: ‘Is there none will rid me of this 
turbulent priest?” ; 

_ The answer in this case was short, sharp 
and to the point. But Henry was plagued by 
only one such interfering cleric. In the latter 
half of the 20th century Britain has suffered 


from the political meddling of a whole flock 


of clerics of all denominations, from Arch- 
bishops downwards, whose pronouncements 
have frequently brought their Church into 
disrepute and alienated millions of 
worshippers. i 

A recent book Bias to the Poor by one 
of the most politically motivated of senior 
Church of England clergy, Bishop Sheppard 
of Liverpool, is fairly typical. He argues that 
churchmen must enter the political arena 
and campaign on social issues, becoming in 
effect agents for a radical reconstruction of 
society on Marxist lines. He sees this role 
more important than catering for the 
spiritual needs of church members. According 
to him, Christians have important common 
ground with Marxists, and he advocates what 
he calls “just revolutions”. Like many other 
of his contemporaries, he is an .inverted 
racialist and he fully supports the aspirations 
of non-Whites in Britain, while having no 
interest in those of the indigenous population. 


“RENDER UNTO CAESAR” 


In urging increasing political involvement 
on the part of the Church, Bishop Sheppard 
and others of his viewpoint deliberately 
ignore the fact that the Gospel was not an 
early version of the Communist Manifesto 
and that Jesus of Nazareth himself always 
refused to comment on any of the political 
issues of his time — an example followed by 
all Christian leaders over the past 2000 years, 
except where such a role was forced on them 
by persecution. The words of Jesus to the 
Pharisees, “Render unto Caesar the things 
which are Caesar’s and unto God the things 
that are God's” have’ always been the true 
Christian’s guide on this point until the 
,advent of the political priest. 
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This book is just another example of the 
type of thinking which is resulting in the 
Protestant Churches coming more and more 
under the influence of the growing number 
of left-wing activists in its clerical rariks at all 
levels and gradually becoming the agents of 
international Communism, preaching the 
gospel of Marx instead of the gospel of Christ. 

The fact that this state of affairs came 
about is due largely to the deadening atmos- 
phere of liberalism and its attendant philo- 
sophies of ‘equality’ and ‘pacifism’ that 
pervaded. the churches, in common with 
most of our other national institutions, in 
the years following the 1939-45 War, which 
were fertile ground for the seeds of Marxism. 

Those who were involved in nationalist 
activities in the 1970s will recall leading 
leftists like Bishop Stockwood and Canon 
Osterreicher, both self-confessed Marxists, 
and Bishop Huddleston, self-appointed 
champion of non-Whites, who used the 


pulpit and church, publications, as well as the . 


media, to advocate the banning of nationalist 
marches and meetings and the denial of 
freedom of speech to those they labelled 
‘racists’. Nationalist ideas were described by 
the Chairman of the British Council of 


Churches as a ‘‘murky stream drawing upon 


poisonous waters and polluting the life of 
the nation.” These leading clerics had the 
tacit backing of other clergymen, who 
applauded the declarations of such obvious 
creations of the extreme left as “‘Christians 
Against Racism and Fascism.” 

" While condemning ‘racism’ in Whites, 


the political clergy openly support racism of 


the non-White variety. Following the Bristol 
race riot of 1980, when mobs of drug-crazed 
Blacks went on the rampage in the St. Pauls 
district, a certain Father Kimber went on 
record as blaming both the Police and White 
society for the trouble, claiming that Blacks 
should be allowed to take drugs freely "as 
part of their culture.” On a Thames TV tele- 
cast in January this year a Brixton vicar, the 
Rev. Michael Armitage, told viewers that if 
trouble broke out again in his parish he 
would probably cheer on the rioters. Far 
from being censured for such an irresponsible 
statement, he was supported by his immediate 
superior, Canon Pinder, the Dean of 


" KARL MARX 
Canonised by the modern clergy 


Lambeth, who said he too would support 
people who rioted to get things done. 

Pandering to the Blacks is not, however, 
the prerogative of the Protestant Churches. 
Last year the Catholic Commission for 
Racial Justice, presided over by the Auxiliary 
Bishop of Birmingham and whose Chairman 
and half of its members are Blacks, called for 
the recognition of the Rastafarians, who 
smoke cannabis as part of their ritual, as a 
valid religion and: to be allowed to conduct 
their services in Christian churches. 


MONEY FOR REDS 


This support for multi-racialism as part 
of the steady drift to the left accounts for the 
grants which the British Council of Churches 
makes to Black Marxist organisations. Such 
misuse of churchgoers’ offerings does not 
stop at subsidising the Blacks in Britain to 
“manifest their revolutionary potential”, as 
the magazine Race Today put it. The BCC 
also contributes to a sinister international 
body, the Geneva-based World Council of 
Churches, which aids radical and terrorist 
groups in Southern Africa and elsewhere. 

The influence of Marxist clerics on the 
Church of England’s ‘Board of Social 
Responsibility’ accounts for the backing given 
to CND and particularly its campaign to pre- 
vent the siting of American Cruise missiles in 
Britain. The controversial document The 
Church and the Bomb was produced by this 
body, on which the aforementioned Canon 
Osterreicher is a prominent member. The 
success of the CND campaign can only 
benefit the Soviet Union with whose state- 


Contd. on page 17 


The movement that makes a big show of 
attacking ‘capitalists’ was itself a 


capitalist creation, says:— 


KENNETH McKILLIAM, B.A. (Hons) 


WE ALLHAVE NOTED the Labour 


Party trying hard to disassociate 


itself from the Trotskyist Militant 
Tendency which has infiltrated itself 
inside the Labour Party for some 
considerable time. 

But who was Trotsky? 

The international Mega-Bankers 
Rothschild and their subsidiaries, 
the Warburgs of Germany and Kuhn 
Loeb of New York; were determined 
on a revolution in Russia. Powerful 
men in Europe and in the United 
States sent Lenin and Leon Trotsky 
to stir up this revolution. They 
wanted to gain control of the gold 
reserves in the Imperial Russian 
Banks and to make way for the 
establishment of a Jewish state in 
Palestine. 3 

Lenin had been in Switzerland in 
1905, where he had been exiled for 
trying to topple the Czar in the abor- 
tive revolution of that year. Trotsky 
was also in exile and working as a 
reporter for a Communist news- 
paper om the lower side of New 
York city. He had worked for several 
years as a tailor in New York. 

In 1907 John Meynard Keynes 
and Lytton Strachey invited the 
Russian revolutionaries Vladimir 
Lenin and Leon Trotsky to London, 
where they were feted by the Fabian 
Socialists in Islington. The red flag 
now flies over Islington town hall. 
It is on record that the present 
leaders of the Social Democratic 
Party, William Rodgers, Shirley 
Williams, David Owen and Roy 
Jenkins are all Fabian Socialists (see 
Fabian Freeway by Rose L. Martin). 


MILLIONAIRE SUPPORT 


Extracts from the Official Report 
of the United States of America 
Army Intelligence transmitted by 
the USA Army Staff, 2nd Bureau, 
tell us something about Bolshevism:- 

“In the Spring of 1917 Jacob 

Schiff began to commission Trot- 
sky (Bronstein — a Jew) to bring 
about the actual social revolution 
in Russia, and the New York jour- 
nal Forward, a Bolsehvik daily 
gazette, added also its own ccuiri- 
bution to the same source. 

“From Stockholm the Jew, Max 

Warburg, in the same way com- 


missioned Trotsky and Co.; they 
were also commissioned by the 
Rheinish Westphalian Syndciate, 
an important Jewish’ concern, as 


also by another Jew, Olaf Asch- | 
berg and the Nye Banken of Stock- ; 


holm, and also by Jovotovsky, a 


Jew whose daughter married Trot- į 


sky. Thus was established the 
relations between the Jewish 
millionaires and the Jewish Pro- 
letariat.”’ 

In 1917 Leon-¥rotsky, through 
the intercession of an agent acting 
for Jacob Schiff of the New York 
firm of Kuhn Loeb and Co., broke 
through the British blockade with a 
cheque on Max Warburg of Hamburg 
(Jacob Schiffs son in law) and 
started the Russian Revolution. 
Jacob Schiff was the head of the 
Russian sector of the Jewish inter- 
national world government, the 
Kahal or Bund. : 

Lenin was sent across Europe 
through Germany on the famous 
‘sealed train’. With him Lenin took 
between five and six million dollars’ 
worth of gold. The whole thing was 
arranged by the German High Com- 
mand through the services of another 
wealthy Jew and lifelong socialist, 
Alexander Helphand (or Parvus). 
Olaf Aschberg went along with 
them to Moscow as the international 
bankers’ representative and later 
was the banker to the revolution. 

When Trotsky left New York 
aboard the S.S. Christiania on March 
27th 1917 with his entourage of 
275 trained revolutionaries, many 
of whom had been freed from 
Japanese prison camps, the first 
port of call was Halifax in. Nova 
Scotia. There the Canadians arrested 
Trotsky, his money and his thugs, 
and imprisoned them. This was a 
very logical thing for the Canadian 
Government to do, since Trotsky 
had stated many times that if he 
was successful in coming to power 
in Russia he would immediately stop 
what he called ‘an imperialist war’ 
and sue for peace with Germany. 
This would free millions of German 
troops for transfer from the Eastern 
Front to the Western Front where 
they could kill Canadians. So 
Trotsky cooled his heels for five 
days in a Canadian prison. Then, all 
of a sudden, the British (through 


TROTSKY (REAL NAME BRONSTEIN) 


Sponsored by the big banking houses 


the future Kuhn Loeb partner Sir 
William Wiseman) and the United 
States (through the ubiquitous 
‘Colonel’ House) pressured the 
Canadian Government and, despite 
the fact that the Amerians were 
now in the war, ordered it to free 
Trotsky. Thus with United States 
passports Trotsky and his thugs 
went overseas to meet Lenin. They 
joined forces and by November 


1917, by bribery, cunning, brutality. 


and deception, they were able not 
only to bring the masses rallying to 
their cause but also to have enough 
thugs and make enough deals to 
impose out of the barrel of a gun 
what Lenin called “‘all power to the 
Soviets.” The whole revolution 
took place in one city, Petrograd. 
Trotsky and Co. were financed by 
Jacob Schiff in the Spring of 1917; 
simultaneously Lenin and Co. were 
financed by Max Warburg and Olaf 
Aschberg of Nye Banken, Stock- 


holm and the Westphalian Syndicate. 
and by Jovotovsky, whose daughter 
Trotsky married. 


FIRST BLOW 


On October 30th 1917 the first 
blow was struck in a carefully pre- 
pared armed revolt against 
Kerensky’s provisional Government 
by Lenin and Trotsky at the head 
of 30,000 Communists. The Czar 
and his Government had been ad- 
vised by his ministers and by 
pressuré from the western powers 
to abdicate. On November 7th the 
Provisional Government of Keren- 
sky, a lot of “‘gas bags”, was over- 
thrown, as had been planned, and 
Kerensky handed over power to the 
Bolsheviks. The Czar and his 
family were sent to Ekaterinberg to. 

.be murdered. Trotsky transferred 


Contd. overleaf 


_ Page eleven 


TROTSKYISM 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


the gold reserves. in the Imperial 
Russian Banks to Kuhn Loeb and 
Co. of New York.. 

Lenin and Trotsky took over 
power in the same week of Novem- 
ber that Jewish Nationalism won its 
recognition. Years before in Geneva, 
Trotsky and Dr. Chaim Weizmann, 
the proponent of militant Zionism, 
had night after night expounded 
from rival cafés in the university 
quarter their opposed political 
beliefs. Trotsky preached revo- 
lutionary Communism and perma- 
nent revolution; Weizmann was the 
leader of revolutionary Zionism; 
both aimed at the takeover of the 
world by their own people. 


BANKER FOR U.S.S.R. 


Almost as soon as the Soviets 
were in power, there began the Civil 
War from 1918 to 1920. Olaf Asch- 
berg became the banker for the 
USSR, and he and the Nye Banken 
of Stockholm provided the money 
for Trotsky to form and equip the 
Red Army. Trotsky led this army 
against the White Army, which had 
been supported by the Western 
powers. This support had been with- 
drawn. The Civii War ended with 
the revolt of the sailors at Kronstadt, 
the navy base just outside Petrograd. 
This was suppressed by force of 


THE WANDERINGS AND POSTURINGS OF 


arms. The troops attacked the 
fortress across the frozen sea. There 
were then risings of the peasants 
and of the Cossacks and this was 
followed by a great famine. 

Lenin was later murdered and on 


his death it looked as if Trotsky | 


would be his successor. But at this 
vital moment Trotsky was taken ill 
and suddenly andmost unexpectedly 
a mian appeared in his path, Stalin. 
The latter had only played a minor 
role in the October Revolution and 
nobody at that time would have 
accorded him a chance for the 
leadership beside the big Bolshevik 
leaders whose names were glorified 


in the revolutionary annals. Never- - 


theless the struggle shortly resolved 


into a dual to. the death between 


these two antagonists, who were 
perfectly aware that neither would 


- show the other any mercy; it was a 


fight between Trotsky’s idea of the 
permanent revolution and Stalin’s 
idea. of socialism in one country; 
between Trotsky (Bronstein) the 
international Jew and fanatical spirit 
of world revolution and Stalin 
(Djugashvili), cold, pitiless, secret, 


the man of steel who had escaped’ 


six times from Siberia — Stalin the 
Asiatic, the terrorist of Tiflis. 
Against all expectations, Stalin 
emerged the victor. Trotsky went 
into exile to Turkey, then to 
France, then Norway and finally 
Mexico, where he was finally 
assassinated — for Stalin’s implac- 


‘able hatred never forgave and never 


forgot. Trotsky was killed with an 
ice pick by Ramon Merceder ( alias 


Frank Jacson) in a house in Avenue 
Viena, Coyocan, on the outskirts of 
Mexico City. This was the second 
attack by Stalin’s men engineered 
by the OGPU, the Stalinist secret 
police. 

It is interesting to note that 

certain members of the Nazi Party 
of Germany accepted the principle 
of Trotsky’s permanent revolution, 
and a powerful wing of the Nazi 
Party favoured an alliance with 
Communist Russia against what 
they called Western Capitalism, and 
this may be why, after Germany’s 
defeat, a number of Nazis went 
over to Russian Communism. 
J. Landowsky, in his transcript 
of the interrogation of Rakovsky, a 
Trotskyist of the inner ring, gave 
the information that Stalin badly 
needed — that international finan- 
ciers and bankers were the real 
power behind the Russian Revo- 
lution and that they regarded him 
(Stalin) as standing in their way to 
attaining world government (Red 
Symphony, J. Landowsky, The 
Plain Speakers Publishing Company, 
43 Bath Road, London W.4). 


WHAT CHURCHILL SAID 


Winston Churchill wrote in an 
article in the Illustrated Sunday 
Herald, February 8th 1930:— 

«This movement among the Jews 
is not new: from the days of 
Spartacus (Adam Weighaupt) to 
those of Karl Marx (Moses Morde- 
cai Levy), and down to Trotsky 


THE PATHETIC MR. MORRISON ae 


READERS OF SPEARHEAD will know that 
our magazine has consistently followed a 
policy of opposing any fragmentation of the 
forces of British Nationalism into separate 
parties. That fragmentation is already bad 
enough as it is, and if it is to proceed further 
this can bring nothing but harm to the 
Nationalist cause. That simple truth, however, 
has evidently not got home to some people, 
and we are now confronted with the emer- 
gence of yet another Nationalist splinter 
group, this time calling itself the ‘National 
Action Party’. As | know something about 
the origins of this squalid little enterprise, | 
am ina favourable position to give a warning 
about it to unsuspecting Nationalists. 
The National Action Party solemnly 
announced itself to the world in a scruffy 
leaflet the punctuation of which straight- 
away identifies its author (or authors) as 
semi-literate. The leaflet begins by con- 
demning the leaders of other Natinalist 
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JOHN TYNDALL looks 
at the career of an 
inveterate disrupter 


parties for squabbling and fighting and goes 
on to say that it (the NAP) “‘is not a splinter 
group” and has ‘‘no need or wish to attack 
other Nationalists... These claims will 
immediately be recognised as absurd from 
a reading of the leaflet, which identifies the 
NAP as quite clearly a splinter group and 
bristles with attacks on other Nationalists 
in almost every line. 

Undoubtedly the leading motivator in 
this ludicrous little organisation is a man 
called Eddy Morrison. | know a good deal 
about the career of Eddy Morrison and | 
think that some of the features of it would 
be of undoubted interest to Nationalists. 
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" (Bronstein), Bela Kuhn (Cohen), 
in Hungary, Rosa Luxembourg 
in Germany and Emma Goldman 
in the USA, this world conspiracy 
for the overthrow of civilisation 
and for the reconstruction ‘of 
"society on the basis of arrested 
development, of envious malevo- 
lence and impossible equality has 
been steadily growing.” 

D. G. Stewart-Smith, Editor of 
East West Digest, in a letter to the 
Daily Telegraph in August 1968 
gave a breakdown of the number of 
persons killed as a result of the 
application of the Marxist-Leninist 
ideology. He estimated that there 
were 120,000,000 dead and the 
death roll was still continuing. 
90,000,000 people of Western 
Europe are scheduled, for destruc- 
tion as politically unreliable. All the 


Freemasons will go first since they 


know too much about how secret 
societies work and the methods of 
gaining control over people. 

Robert Conquest wrote in the 
Daily Telegraph, 28th February 
1983:— “Britain is merely an 
Afghanistan whose time has not 
yet come. s- 

It is noted that Frank Allaun, 
Tony Benn, Laurence Coates, Eric 
Heffer, Jo Richardson, Tom Sawyer, 
Eric Skinner, Audrey Wise and 
Judith Hart, according to the Daily 
Telegraph, 24th February 1983, all 
support the Militant Tendency. It is 
hoped that Anglo-Saxons and Celts 
will take note when next these sup- 
porters of alien doctrines come up 
for re-election to Parliament. 


Mr. Morrison, before his encounter with 


Nationalism, was a member of the Young 
Communist League. That is not in itself a 
cause for his condemnation. Many young 
innocents become attracted to Communism 
when they are at an age of not knowing 
what it is about, and then later with maturity 
shed their Communist beliefs and become 
sincere anti-Communists. As ‘to whether this 
was the case with Eddy Morrison, we shall see 
from a study of i subsequent political 
record. 


RAPID SWITCHES OF LOYALTY 


The outset of. the 1970s saw Mr. 
Morrison now a member of the National 
Front and very active on behalf of that party 
in the Leeds area, where he then lived. 


Sometime around.1971-72 he then defected 


to British Movement, led at the time by 
Colin Jordan. Less than 2 years later he was 
on the road again, leaving BM and asking to 
be readmitted to the NF. In recent corres- 
-pondence with Mr. Jordan, | have been able 
to: establish that his departure from the 
former to the latter took place a matter of 
just two or three days after he was observed 
at a BM meeting affirming his loyalty to that 
organisation. and bitterly attacking the 
National Front. 

| had not very long been elected Chair- 
man of the NF when Eddy Morrison made 
his application to rejoin. In view of his past 
switches of loyalty, we were not inclined to 
welcome him back as a member uncon- 
ditionally, and |. wrote and told him that | 
would like to meet him and have a talk with 
him before deciding upon the question of his 
readmission to the party. I asked him ta 
come down to London and meet me, which 
he. did. In our discussion he was at pains to 
convince me of his sincerity in regretting 
his previous defection and his resolve, if 
allowed back, not to betray the trust re- 
established in him. | was not wholly won 
over, but decided to give him the benefit of 
the doubt, as | saw him as a young man of 
energy and talent which it would be a 
desirable thing to harness to the promotion 
of the party. 

Mr. Morrison then became active again 


with the NF in Leeds. During this period the 
local branch there acquired a headquarters | 


premises which it. paid for out of its own 
funds. Eddy Morrison, however, was. the 
individual in whose name the lease on the 
premises was negotiated. 

Mr. Morrison’s second term as an NF 
member did not last very long. By about 
1974-75 he was ready for another move and, 
despite all his previous undertaking to stick 
by the party, he left and formed his own 
splinter group which he called the ‘National 
Democratic Freedom Movement’. Using his 
position as official tenant of the local NF 
headquarters building, he converted that 
building into a headquarters for his new group 
— partly financed from hard-won NF funds! 

The National Democratic Freedom 


` degenerated 


Movement made little attempt to engage in" 


serious politics but concentrated its activities 
mainly upon. acts of violence against its 
opponents. 
with some of his leading supporters, was 
arrested for being in possession of stolen 
office equipment. He was remanded in 


custody for 2 weeks while awaiting trial but 


when he came to court was only fined. 

Before very long the NDFM had 
into nothing more than a 
criminal gang, and Morrison was forced to 
acknowledge that it had been’a failure. He 
thereupon launched another venture which 
he called the ‘National Socialist Study 
Society’. This was intended by Morrtson to 
be something of an ‘e//te’, and his intention 
as stated to his seven followers was that 
when he felt strong enough he would reform 
the society into an openly National Socialist 
party. This never even got off the ground 
and in September 1975 we find Eddy 
Morrison’ presiding over the formation of 
another organisation, ironically ‘enough 
called the ‘British National Patty’. Needless 
to say, this organisation never had any 
connection with the current party bearing 
the same name. 


BACK TO THE N.F. 


By 1978 Morrison’s BNP had become 
totally eclipsed by the successes of the 
National Front and he was fast losing 


: members to the NF. He decided to try once 


again to get into the latter party and managed 
once again to negotiate himself into member- 
ship by promises of past lessons learned and 
future good behaviour and reliability. The 
decision once more to admit Morrison into 
the NF was made by the party’s Directorate 


` put | had a part in it and, with certain strong 
` inner reservations, approved of it. The main 


thought in my mind was to remove a rival 
organisation from the scene which, though it 
had lost many members to the NF, still was 
something of an irritant to us in the North 
of England. If Morrison got up to his old 
tricks again, he could. always later be 
dispensed with. 

In due course he again ea active 
with the Leeds NF branch. Towards the end 
of 1978 he was again remanded in custody 
on charges of causing an affray at a disco 
promoted by the Anti-Nazi League. With 


him were a number of other NF members 
and supporters. 


In the outcome all the 
others were found guilty and received prison 
sentences but Morrison was acquitted. At 
about the same time he started trying to 
recruit punk-rockers into the NF and founded 
a publication called Punk Front. 

When in 
attempted to split the NF by forming his 
breakaway ‘Constitutional Movement’ he 
managed to take a quite substantial number 
of Leeds branch members with him, including 
most of the older ones. In later enquiries | 
was able to establish that the main factor in 
causing this defection was the dissatisfaction 


‘Eddy Morrison who, 
: intent on recruiting the scum of the earth | 
In due course Morrison, along : 


1979 Andrew Fountaine 


of these members over the behaviour of 
| was told, seemed 


into the party and, to that end, was deliber- 
ately setting out to give the party an image 
that would appeal to these elements and 
alienate decent people. 

When in January 1980 I resigned from 
the NF Chairmanship over the refusal of the 
Directorate to give me the powers necessary 
to deal with the disease of homosexuality in 
the party, Eddy Morrison, | was. later 
informed, spoke at a meeting of the Leeds 
branch and called upon the branch to support 
me. Very shortly afterwards he did a 
complete about-turn and started campaigning 


` against me and in support of the Directorate. 


This may have had something to do with the 


" fact that the Directorate had offered him the 


post of Yorkshire Regional Organiser! 

His loyalty to the Directorate, however, 
was short-lived. After a regional activity in 
Halifax in August 1980, he was on the 
return journey to Leeds when he got into a 
fight with another member on the coach. He 
demanded of the then NF Chairman that his 
adversary in this fight be suspended but this 
demand was refused. It was a matter of days 
afterwards that Morrison contacted me and 
again changed sides, offering to leave the NF 


‘and join the New National Front, which had 


been formed a short time before. 3 

Again for purely tactical reasons, | 
consented to Morrison being allowed in — 
my thought being that he was probably less 
harm to us as a member (for the time being 
at least) than he would be working for the 
NF Directorate faction. This decision | can 
now acknowledge was a wrong one, for it 
cost the NNF a great deal of support in 
Leeds, so low had Morrison’s stock become 
in that area. 


CREDIBILITY RUN OUT 


Morrison in time came to recognise the 
latter fact and came to believe that on his 
home soil at least his credibility had run out. 
He moved in early 1982 to London and 
informed me that he was eager to get active 
in the capital. Could he have some kind of 
position which would enable him to act 
more effectively? 

By this time | had come to form an 
opinion of Eddy Morrisan which completely 


‘prohibited his being given any party rank 


which would place him in a position of 
responsibility and trust or any kind of 
seniority to other members. | decided, 


. however, to appease his vanity by conferring 


upon him a meaningless title called ‘recruit- 
ment officer’ and hoped that that would 
provide him with some incentive at last to 
do something useful for the party. He was 
given the assignment of using his persuasive 
tongue and rapport with young working 
class folk to talk youngsters over to the. 
British National Party (as we had then 
become) who had previously supported 
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BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH (No. 10) 


Fighting elections: basic tasks 


For us to cover in every detail the full procedures for the 
fighting of elections would require an instruction booklet of 
considerable length. In time the party hopes to bring out such a 
booklet, but meanwhile we will list here a number of very basic tasks. 

The first task of any candidate who proposes to stand on behalf 
of the party in a parliamentary or local government election is to go 
to his or her local town hall and enquire as to the exact procedures to 
_be followed to comply with elections law. These should be carefully 
noted down together with any dates by which precise tasks should 
be completed. Also conversant with these matters must be the 
candidate’s agent, who is responsible får managing the candidate’s 
campaign, controlling expenditure and ensuring that no laws are 
contravened. 

Before the candidate is eligible to stand, he or she will have to 
obtain a nomination form, which will be available at the town hall. 
The candidate must then get that form signed by ten persons 
(including a proposer and seconder) who reside in the electoral area 
being contested. Obviously, if there are party members available who 
meet these requirements the task is easy. Otherwise, the candidate 
and helpers must canvass homes in the area to obtain the signatures. 
This should not be too difficult; it is not necessary for the signatory 
to be a supporter of the candidate or party, and this should be 
stressed when signatures, are sought; all the signatory is really doing 
is assenting that the candidate has a right under Britain’s democratic 
laws to take part in the election. Once the necessary signatures are 
obtained, the nomination form should then be presented at the town 
hall. If the election is a parliamentary one, this must be accompanied 
by a deposit of £150. In such elections this £150 deposit is the most 
basic sum of money that must be raised if the election is to be 
fought. If more money can be raised to finance a strong publicity 
campaign (leaflets, etc.) so much the better, but without the £150 
deposit there is no candidate. i 

The next thing necessary is that there is a campaign to publicise 
the candidate, the party and its policies. In local government 
elections — except in the case of those to the Greater London 
Council — candidates will be standing in wards, which are compara- 
tively small areas where the number of electors is likely to be only 
one of 4 figures. This will mean that there is not a huge number of 
households in the area, and these can be leafletted by quite a small 
team in a fairly ‘short time. The number of leaflets involved is not 
huge and should not involve a very heavy bill for printing and supply. 

The bill will of course depend on the type of leaflet used. If it is 
just an ordinary party leaflet, it can be obtained at the current cost, 
whatever that is. This cost will incorporate the cost of printing and 
paper (and possibly cutting) but not of typesetting, negatives and 
litho plates, which costs are normally borne by Headquarters. Such a 
leaflet, however, will have the disadvantage that it does not relate 
specifically to that election and will not bear the candidate’s name 
or any personal details thereof. To obtain a leaflet which does have 
these latter features, the branch will have to have it specially printed 
for the occasion and will have to bear the additional costs that we 
have mentioned. 

One way of getting around this problem is to use an ordinary 
party leaflet together with a specially produced leaflet just men- 
tioning the election and giving the name and details of the candidate 


(preferably with a photo). It is permissible to have this latter leaflet 


produced by cheap duplicating process for the sake of economy, as 
long as the accompanying party leaflet is professionally. printed and 
bears the mark of quality. 

It is vital, however, that any locally produced leaflet is literate 
and does not contain any spelling errors. Such leaflets should be sub- 
mitted in draft form to Headquarters for inspection before they are 
produced in quantity. 

It may be that in the case of a local government election the 
candidate will wish to campaign on some specific local issue which 
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does not have a nationwide application, for instance some council 
scheme to close down a valued public amenity. In this case the 
candidate should submit his or her policy on this issue to Head- 
quarters for approval before mounting any campaign over it. Head- 
quarters allows to such candidates some freedom in such matters of. 
personal conscience and judgement but it will require to ensure that 
any policy being campaigned upon is not in fundamental conflict 
with the political aims of the party. 

Parliamentary elections and elections to the Greater London 
Council are, in contrast, fought on a constituency basis, which of 
course involves much larger electoral areas. For these areas to be 
leafletted in their entirety involves a fair-sized leafletting team and 
much more leg work. There is, however, the alternative that we have 
mentioned earlier: that the candidate avail himself or herself of the 
special service, available in parliamentary elections only, of free 
postage of election addresses. This means that the leg work of leaf- 
letting is saved but there is the work of addressing many thousands 
of envelopes in which the election literature will. be delivered. There 
is also the cost of obtaining the envelopes. At the quantity involved, 


. these should be obtained from a wholesaler and at wholesale prices. 


Nevertheless, the operation will still involve a significant expense. 
This expense can be reduced by sending one envelope of literature 
only to each household, instead of one each to every member of the 
family eligible to vote. 

For the addressing operation, the branch will need to acquire a 
copy of the local electoral register from the town hall, which will 
contain the most up-to-date list possible of local voters. The candi- 
date’s agent must ensure when doing this that he or she is thoroughly ` 
conversant with all the rules governing the entering of names and 
addresses from this register onto the envelopes and to communicate 
those rules to all helpers involved in the addressing work. 

Sometimes it is possible to expedite the process of envelope 
addressing by acquiring a cheap lettering and stamping set of the 
‘John Bull’ type and in the case of larger streets using this to enter 
the name of the street, postal district and town, so that then only 
the name and house number have to be copied out individually. 

It is now possible for a fee to have even this service performed 
at the local council office. The fee is lowest when only one envelope | 
is used. for each household. The agent should enquire about this 
service when making preparations for the election. 

The distribution to the electors of an election address or leaflet 
represents the main part of the publicity campaign in any election. 
There are, however, other publicity aids which can be employed if 
the branch has the resources of money or active workers necessary. 
These are:— 

(1) POSTERS: These should feature the candidate’s name and photo- 
graph, together with the name of the party and some basic 
Campaign slogan or short synopsis of policies. To put the 
posters up, properly authorised poster sites will have to be paid 
for and in any case may not be available to Nationalist candi- 
dates. The best method is to put the posters up on ‘unofficial’ 
sites in the locality — usually the walls of derelict buildings 
where other posters of all kinds will be found. Some local by- 

-laws make the putting up of posters a technical offence even on 
these sites, but the offence is not generally regarded as a serious 
one and if one is witnessed in the act prosecution is not likely, 
only a warning not to come back. What must be avoided is the 
putting up of posters on private premises currently in use and 
the defacement of which is certain to cause antagonism to the 
owners and perhaps to others. 

LOUDSPEAKER TOURS: What is needed here is a motor vehicle 
with a loudspeaker system fitted. The electioneers should then 
tour the area being fought, with special attention being given to 


(2) 


Contd. on next page 


crowded shopping centres. While the vehicle is on the move, 
remember that the people nearby will only hear you while you 
are very close to them — they will not do so when you are 
approaching from some way off or when you have passed them 
and are away in the other direction. A long speech is therefore 
pointless; what you want are just a few crisp slogans and with 
constant repetition of the name of the candidate and party. 
Only make a longer speech on policy if you get the chance to 
park the vehicle where there is a crowd and, speak for some 
minutes from a stationary position. A tour of residential areas is 
also a good thing but timing must be right; early evening is a 
good time, when the husband of the house will be home but the 
children not yet gone to bed and sleeping. 

CANVASSING: This activity will increase the party’s vote wher- 
ever it can be effectively organised. It needs, however, a sufficient 
number of party activists who are of the right appearance and 
manner and can speak about party policies to the electors on 
their doorsteps. If only a ward is being fought, an extensive 
canvass is sometimes possible. If it is a constituency, large 
numbers will be needed and they often are not available. Can- 


people left over from other vital election tasks. For instance, 
two people can do more on a loudspeaker tour than those two 
people could do by a canvass in the same amount of time. 
" Canvassers will of course need copies of the electoral register to 
take with them so that they know the names of the electors 
when: they call. By the way, it is quite pointless wasting time 
canvassing or posting election addresses to electors who by their 
names are obviously Coloured Immigrants. West Indians are not 
always possible to identify by their names but Asians invariably 
are. Houses with names like ‘Patel’ or ‘Hussein’ should be by- 
passed at all times. 

(4) PRESS PUBLICITY: In our section on publicity earlier in this 
series we covered most of the points that could be made here. 
We will just add what we said earlier in this section: that papers 
which will not give the party much of a mention at normal 
times may well be more disposed to do so at election time if we 
have a candidate. Certainly the branch must not fail to com- 
municate to the local press and any other media the fact that we 
have a candidate standing in any election and to let the media 


- 


vassing should be attempted only when there are the time and ` 


know of any other newsworthy development in the course of 
the campaign. 

PUBLIC MEETINGS: We remind everyone once again that, as 
stated earlier, a candidate standing in a parliamentary election 
has a mandatory right to hire a municipally-owned meeting hall 
for the purpose of an election meeting. This right is enshrined in 
the Representation of the People Act of 1949, and legal pro- 
ceedings can be taken against any town council which attempts 
to deny this right to the candidate. Headquarters should be 
contacted if any difficulties are experienced here. The procedure 
for organising public meetings has been dealt with in an earlier 
section of this series, and this applies to election meetings just as 
to any other kind. 


(5) 


AFTER THE ELECTION 


Having dealt with the maim procedures that should be followed 
at the outset of and during the election campaign, we should 
conclude by mentioning two important procedures that come at the 
end — in fact when polling has finished. 

One is attendance at the count. This normally takes place at the 
town hall and the candidate and agent, together with the candidate’s 
spouse (if there is one) and a number of party colleagues to serve as 
‘scrutineers’, are entitled to be present. ‘Scrutineers’ are persons who 
may stand at tables where counting of ballot papers is taking place 
and satisfy themselves that that counting is above board. To find out 
the number of scrutineers allowed, the agent should contact the 
town hall beforehand. 

The other vital task is the return of election expenses, which is 
the responsibility of the agent. We have said before that all such 
expenses must be carefully recorded. So also must all incoming 
monies. There has always been a statutory limit to the expenses that 
may legitimately be incurred in fighting,an election. As this limit 
changes from year to year, it is best to ascertain exactly what figure 
currently applies to the type of election being fought and the area in 
which it is fought. This information can be obtained by enquiry at - 
the town hall, as may any other information. concerning expense 
returns. The agent should then ensure that all the relevant rules are 
complied with to the letter, as to fail to do so could invalidate the 
candidature of the candidate. ` | 
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SIR: Ken Livingstone recently declared 


that “what we have in Northern Ireland is 
war, and war has to be settled by political 
negotiation and not by military victory.” 

I agree with Mr. Livingstone that today 
there is a war going on in Ulster but, unlike 

"him, I believe that decisive military action 

against the IRA is the only: to bring about 
peace. 
_ Whether the action is taken by the off- 
icial security forces or by Loyalist defence 
forces, it is an action that demands mpDen 
from all British Nationalists. 

Our support of Loyalist groups, enver, 
must not be indiscriminate, for unfortun- 
ately a prevailing idea among the leaders of 
some groups, such as the UDA, is that 
Ulster should go independent instead of 
staying British. Although only a minority 
of those leaders hold this view, it may 
become more popular as the British Govern- 
ment persistently lets the IRA get away 
with murder. l 

ERIC BRAND 
Glasgow 


SIR: The denial of publicity and free 
speech, so well described by Christine 
Yianni in the last issue, is perhaps the 
major factor in delaying our progress, as 
most Nationalists would seem to agree. 
Would it not be of some advantage if a 
brief mention of these undemocratic prac- 
tices were included in leaflets? _ 

The British have a strong sense of fair 
play, and if such leaflets contrasted our 
treatment with that accorded to Commun- 
ists and terrorists, such as the IRA, this may 
lead to a more receptive response. 

I say this as someone who spent a great 
deal of time leafletting in the Merseyside 
and Wirral area before retiring. here. | 

G.E. DAWSON 
Rhyl, Clwyd 


SIR: I am not surprised to see in the Feb- 
ruary edition that the Radio Times advert 
put the Star of David above the Christian 
Cross. 
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The impudence and arrogance of these 
people on the BBC is overwhelming. To 
get an idea of their power, one has only to 
look at the names of programme producers, 
as well as the faces of so many of those who 
bear British-sounding names. 

A, WHITTAKER 
Norwich 


SIR: John Alderson, ‘it will be recalled, was 


formerly the Chief Constable of Devon and ' 


Cornwall, who had the bright idea that the 


‘community policing methods which work 


fairly successfully around Lands End and 
Widecombe in the Moor would work equally 
well in the streets of Brixton. 

Since those days, Alderson has become 
the prospective Liberal candidate for the 
new constituency of Teignbridge. Recently 
he gave an interview to Gay News in which 
he said that homosexuals should not be, kept 
out of the police force. He has also stated 
that other minority groups should be repres- 
ented in the force so that their ety 
can be better understood. 

One immediate response to this state- 


ment came from Chief Supt. F. Cornwall, 


who asked: “Shall we have criminals in 
the force so that we can understand them 
better?” 

Should this Liberal pedlar of soggy ver- 
bal counterfeit find himself at Westminster 
after the next election, he should be very 
much at home wallowing in the mental 
mud and hogwash that chokes that place. 

While we are on the subject of homo- 
sexuality, may I quote Havelock Ellis, who 
said: “Homosexuality is nature’s way of 
winding up a neurotic and failing stock.” 


conflict, for as Ruskin wrote in his essay on 
‘The mass mind :- 
“It thinks by infection, catching an - 
opinion like a cold, and there is nothing 
so little that it will not roar itself wild. . 
.about.it when the fit is on; nothing so > 
grea but it will forget it in an hour, 
when the fit is past.” 
| R. MONTAGUE 
Glasgow 


SIR: An adequate and reasonably. modest i 


` defence establishment for the Falklands 


would be two full companies of mechanised 
infantry, two anti-aircraft batteries and-a © 
half-squadron of fighters. This arrange- 
ment should be supplemented by a clear and ` 
unequivocal pronouncement by the Govern- 
ment that any future attempt to seize the 
Falklands would not only be repelled but 
would result in severe reprisals against Arg- 
entina itself. In any case it might not be a 
bad idea to develop a submarine base in 


the Falklands with quite other possible 


enemies in mind. 
. Dr. 
Reseda, Calif., 


PETER H, PEEL 
USA 


SIR: It has been noted that £200 million 
from Britain has been transferred to Mexico 
to establish a steel mill in that country. 


- Here steel mills have been and are being 


closed down by the Government, putting 
vast numbers of our own people out of work. 
Why is this? Because the international 
bankers have been salting away the savings 
and pension funds of the British people in 
loans to such countries as Mexico, where 
there is abundant cheap labour, in the hope 


MARK DWYER» that those countries-will be able to pay back 


Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: Isn’t it time that we had a rest from 
the Nazi ‘Holocaust’ and heard a bit more 
about the Communist one — still going on? 
V.R. EVANS 
Swansea 


SIR: With reference to your thoughts last 
month about deterring Argentina from re- 
invading the Falklands, as the Argentines 
have never acknowledged any cessation of 
hostilities in the South Atlantic, the British 
Government must make it plain to them 
that any harrassment of, or attack on, Brit- 
ish forces or people in the. Falklands will be 
countered, not by the lodging of solemn | 
protests at the UN or the passing of notes 
between governments, but by a swift and 
ruthless bombardment of Argentina itself. 
The campaign of carping which has 
already begun over the cost of a ‘Fortress 
Falklands’ policy will be intensified and 
may well strike receptive chords in people's 
minds as time passes, notwithstanding the 
magnificent resurgence of patriotism and 
nationalism displayed by most during the 


with interest what is owing to the bankers 
— in this case cheap steel for British indus- 
try, if there is any of it left! 

Why was this £200 million not invested 
in British- owned steel mills in this country? 
Because we are governed in Westminster and 
White ba by rogues, fools and aliens. 

i Capt. K.R. KILLIAM 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: I cannot agree with your whining over 
the new seat belt law. Would you also 
repeal the 30 mph. speed limit in built-up 
areas or allow cars to drive whichever side 
of the road they choose? These surely are 
infringements on personal freedom which 
you allegedly hold dear. 
Seat belts do save lives — ask any hos- 
pital casualty department. 
Dr. T.S. MORLEY 
Douglas, Isle of Man 


(Editor's note: We would not repeal the 


speed limit or allow driving on the wrong 
side of the road because this would mean 
drivers endangering other people’s lives and 
not just their own) 


EDDY MORRISON 


(Contd. from page 13) 


other Nationalist factions.. However, knowing 
the types that Morrison had tended to recruit 
in the past, | resolved that we would keep a 


careful watch on the quality of those who, 


joined the party as a result of his persuasion. 
At this stage | still had — I must confess 


— just a little flicker of lingering faith in 


Eddy Morrison. | deplored his past incon- 
sistency and knew that he would for ever be 
a weak and unreliable character. | recognised 
at the same time that he did have some 
talent and | hoped at this late hour that it 
might still be possible for me to harness this 
talent to some constructive purpose if | 
could really gain his confidence and motivate 
him in the right way. With this in mind | had 
shortly before invited him to my home for 
the weekend with a view to establishing a 
better understanding between us. It was 
during this visit that he told me that he had 
in the past had a try at being ‘party leader’ 
and realised that he was not suited to the 
role and had no intention of coveting it again! 

My lingering faith in Morrison was to 
prove futile — as the more realistic side of 
me told me it probably would. Before long 
he again started causing trouble. 

We were contacted in about mid-1982 
by a group of youngsters in the Brighton 
area who said that they were disaffected 
with the National Front and wanted to come 
over to us. As is normal procedure with the 


setting up of new groups, two representatives . 


of this circle were met by our National 
Organiser Charles Parker and, as an outcome 
of this contact, it was agreed to set up a 
larger meeting in Brighton at which Mr. 
Parker would meet the other members of 
the group. 

In the meantime Eddy Morrison had 
made his own contact with the same group 
and arranged a meeting at which he would 
feature as the main speaker and of which 
Mr. Parker was not even given the courtesy 
of being informed. As soon as I heard of this 
| wrote to Morrison and told him that, 
although there was no objection to him 
assisting in the forming of this new party 
unit, he should do so in liaison and co- 
operation with Mr. Parker, whose proper 
function in the party that was, and not act 
independently. The tone of this letter was 
friendly and only mildly admonitory. In the 
same letter | proposed that when I next 
visited London — which was in a few days’ 
timie — Morrison and | meet in order that we 
may discuss the matter further and work out 
amicable lines of demarcation so that his 
function in the party did not collide with, 
but complemented, that of Mr. Parker. 


WHIPPING UP DISAFFECTION 


|: received: no reply to this invitation to 
a meeting and in the meantime heard that 


members trying to whip up disaffection 
against me and against Mr. Parker. | wrote him 
a second letter proposing that we meet in 
London (he was not obtainable by telephone). 
To this | received a reply but not from 
Morrison himself; he got a friend of his to 
‘ohone me on his behalf saying that he could 
not make the proposed meeting. | then wrote 
a third time and suggested yet another date. 
This time Morrison, instead of using his friend, 
disappeared behind the skirts of the lady he 
was then living with and who I understand 
was his fiancee and got her to ring me with a 
message that he was again indisposed. 

Clearly the fellow not only had not the 
guts to meet me face-to-face to discuss our 
problems but did not even possess the 
gumption to speak to me himself on the 
telephone. | really had no idea that | was 
that terrifying! During this period | received 
further reports about his campaign of dis- 
ruption and | thereupon wrote him a letter 
informing him that he was suspended from 
membership and would be called to face a 
disciplinary tribunal to answer charges of 
disruptive activities. 

| knew of course that he would never 
appear before such a tribunal but would. 


‘resign first and in all probability try to cause 


a split by forming yet another splinter group. 
This he duly did, and the ‘National Action 
Party’ came into being. — 

This organisation will of course enjoy 
just about as long a life, and achieve just 
about the same political usefulness, as the 
various other bodies launched by Mr. Eddy 
Morrison in the past. Indeed so pathetic and 
irrelevant is it that | know some of my 
colleagues in the party will question the 
point of my using this space to expose and 
condemn Morrison, telling me that it will 
only give him a sense of importance that he 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING 


TO ST. MARX 
(Contd. from page 10) 


controlled ‘peace’ bodies the movement has 
strong links and which is strongly suspected 
of providing much of its funding. 

The position in the churches at the 
moment is the classic one of a militant 
minority among the clergy gradually under; 
mining the authority of a wet liberal majority. 
The traditional role of the churches is the 
spiritual and moral leadership of the nation, 
but the current trend towards involvement 
in secular, and particularly political, affairs is 
destroying its real Christian purpose and 
helping to achieve the breakdown of society 
which is a necessary condition for the spread 
of Marxist dogma. 


HELPING BREAKDOWN 


Support for black revolutionaries, 
encouragement of race mixing and backing 


Morrison had started to circulate among party | for unilateral disarmament are only some 


does not deserve. 

Maybe they will be right, but in the 
course of promoting yet another flop 
Morrison may well mislead and dissipate the 
time and money of well meaning Nationalists, 


_particularly of the younger generation, and 


if | can do anything to prevent this it will be 
worthwhile. | hope that any youngsters that 
Mr. Morrison calls upon to support his 
schemes acquaint themselves with his 
political record, on which I have endeavoured 
to shed a little light here. 

There is also another factor. Though 
Morrison himself may not be important, the 
tendency that he represents in the camp of 
Nationalism is important enough for it not 
to be ignored. For years we have been 
plagued by these splitters and splinterers, 
and they all follow a common bent. Every- 
thing they get into they subvert and disrupt. 
They always claim of course that there are 
righteous and valid grievances underlying the 
disaffection that they constantly promote. 
Yet when called upon to come out into the 
open and discuss these grievances man-to- 
man they always find an excuse for not 
doing so. Morrison is a specimen who has 
constantly -ratted on everyone who has 
posed trust in him, and always in an atmos- 
phere of shady plotting and intrigue. If he 
has been consistent in one thing, it has been 


-as one who incites others to disloyalty and 


mutiny — and he has done it so many times 
that we. have long lost count over the years. 

| mentioned earlier on in this analysis 
Mr. Morrison’s Communist past. Has he 
really broken with it? In his own mind it is 
possible that he may have done. But in the 
minds of the promoters of Communism in 
this country his work over the years in the 
Nationalist camp must surely earn him the 
Order of Lenin. 


aspects of the churches’ role in helping to 
prepare the ground for this breakdown. 
Towards the same end, the traditional atmos- 
phere of church worship is being destroyed 
by the introduction of negro rhythms into 
sacred music and the changing of prayer 
forms into ostensibly ‘modernist’ and ‘non- 
sexist’ language. The recent denigration of 
patriotism in connection with the Falklands, 
as well as the active toleration of homo- 
sexuality, drug taking, abortion and extra- 
marital sex, even among the clergy themselves, 
which is gradually undermining family life — 
the rock on which a stable society is founded. 

Like all other national institutions 
which have become the tool of Marxism or 
anti-national interests, the Protestant 
Churches must be thoroughly purged of 
their left-wing and multi-racialist clergy and 
placed under the guidance of men pledged to 
return them to their traditional role as 
spiritual and moral leaders. The Christian 
faith is the cornerstone of our White Aryan 
civilisation. It is one of the fundamentals 
that helps set us above other races and must 
not be allowed to pass into alien hands. 
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New recordings 
now available! 


BNP Recordings are pleased to announce 
two new cassettes which will be available 
from early in the new year. These are:— 


RALLY "82 


This recording features speechés ele; at 
the British National Party rally in London on 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain's future!’. 

On side 1 of the cassette are recordings 
of the speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; on side 2 is the closing speech by John 
Tyndall. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I!) 


° This cassette features the 4th and 5th of 
a series of specially. recorded talks by John 
Tyndall, made in a studio employing Hi-Fi 
‘equipment. The talks are:— 

- Side 1: The case for nationalism. In this 
talk the BNP leader demolishes the most 
frequently used arguments employed in 
opposition to the nationalist idea and urges 
that that idea is now essential to Britain's 
survival. 

Side 2: Tragedy of the 20th Century. In 
this recording Tyndall speaks of World War II 
and its ruinous consequences for Britain and 
the West. 

Both these talks provide ideal instruc- 
tional material for educating young people in 
nationalism. 


We also remind everyone of two other 
recordings still available which have proved 
very popular. These are:— 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1 of this cassette features recordings 
of parts of the speeches made at the Nationalist 
Unity rally in London on September Sth 
1981. Hear John Tyndall, Ray Hill, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2 consists of the third of the series 
of specially recorded talks by John Tyndall 
entitled The coming British revolution. In this 
talk Tyndall exposes the fraud of the political 
system masquerading as ‘democracy’ and 
outlines vital changes needed to raise the level 
of British political leadership. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I) 


The first two recorded talks of a series 
by the BNP leader. These are: — 

Side 1: Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. This 
talk is about the great world-wide heritage of 
the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples and calls for 
their unity. 

Side 2: Britain’s economic crisis. Tyndall 
speaks about the breakdown of the British 
economy .over a long period and calls for a 
new economic policy based on economic 
nationalism. 


Cassettes now cost £3.50 each — plus 
16%p for postage. All orders should be sent 
to: BNP Recordings, Box 115, Hove, E. 
Sussex BN3 3SB. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 
Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample copy to: 16 Vale 
Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. 
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Saturday, April 23rd (St. George’s Day) 


IN PROTEST AGAINST GOVERNMENT RUIN 
OF THE BRITISH TEXTILE INDUSTRY 


Organised by the BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


This is a NATIONAL ACTIVITY. Parties will be going by coach and mini- 
bus from many parts of the country. For details contact your local branch. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


OBTAINS DISCHARGE 
FROM BANKRUPTCY 


JOHN TYNDALL,. Editor of Spearhead and 
Chairman of the British National Party, 
made a successful application for discharge 


" from bankruptcy at Brighton County Court 


on March 16th. The discharge was suspen- 
ded for 3 months and so will take effect 
from the 16th June. 

_ There thus ended a three-year saga in 
which Mr. Tyndall's opponents had sought 
to ruin him personally and politically by 
pursuit of an expensive court action against 
him and, following this action, by pursuing 
him for £6, 414. 14 costs. 

" Mr. Tyndall was granted a discharge on 
promise to pay to the Official Receiver a 
sum in part settlement of debts arising out 
of this action. This sum, which has now 
been paid, was made available as a result 
of generous responses to an appeal made to 
the readers of Spearhead last year. 

Mr. Tyndall would like to thank all 
those loyal supporters whose contributions 
have made this settlement possible. Next 
month a fuller report on these proceedings 
will be published for the interest of all 
readers. ; 

Originally, when the appeal for help 
was made we stated that we would publish 
in these columns the initials and areas of 
residence of all those who contributed. 
were later asked by so many contributers 
not to do this, for reasons of security, that 
we decided against it. All contributers, 
however, who sent £10 or over, or who 
asked especially for acknowledgement, 
were sent receipts and thank-you letters 
personally signed by Mr. Tyndall. 


We | 
| of the party paper were sold. 


National Activities 1983 


Apart from the St. George’s Day march 
in Leeds advertised at the top of this page, 
there will be three other major national 
activities promoted by the British Nationat 
Party in 1983. These are as follows:- 


Sat. July 16th 
MARCH — LONDON 


" Sat. Oct. 15th - 
INDOOR RALLY — LONDON 


Sat. Nov. 19th 
MARCH — BIRMINGHAM 


These four national activities represent 
double the number organised by the party 
in 1982. These are apart from Numerous 
regional activities, which will be announced 
to members in due ccurse. 


Michael Foot gets 


roasting from 


Yorks. activists 


A team of about 20 BNP activists from 
"Yorkshire branches gave Labour leader 
Michael Foot a lively reception when he 
visited York last month. The event made 
prominent press publicity and many copies 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- ' 


ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, | 
who are merely its victims. 


One of the most active units of the 
British National Party is the Cheltenham 
and Gloucester branch, led by one of the 
party's finest activists, Robert Rhodes. 

Over the past year the branch has been 
engaged in a great number of local activ- 
ities, as well supporting national activities. 
Branch Secretary. Dick Molesworth has 
done some outstanding work in writing let- 
ters to the local press and local MPs, and 
also taking the Bishop of Gloucester to task 
on several important issues. 

A local leaflet campaign in April 1982 
against red teachers in certain local schools 
brought both press publicity and protest 
from some local teachers which ended with 
Robert Rhodes being interviewed on BBC 1 
'Points West' TV programme -along with a 
Gloucester community relations officer. 
The outstanding event of 1982 was the 
branch's 6 week campaign against the CND 
'peace campers' at RAF Fairford (a US air 
base). The climax to the campaign was a 
BNP demonstration, supported by some 
Worcester members, at the CND ‘peace 
camp’ at Fairford. Much to the surprise of 
the branch activists, they were joined by 
Cirencester Young Conservatives, who 
came along to support them, some carrying 
BNP posters. After the demonstration the 
participants marched past the camp site, 


on BBC ‘Points West’ programme again. 
Much to the dismay of the local inhab- 
itants, the CND campers situated them- 
selves in the village of Whelford, where 
they caused everyone great annoyance for 
the 5 months they were there. Within a 
few days of the BNP demo, however, they 
had packed up and gone. 

The Cheltenham and Gloucester branch 
is always on the look-out for local issues. 
that can be exploited for Nationalist ends. 
At present the branch is involved in a cam- 


LEAGUE REVIEW 


For a new view on human affairs read League 
Review, journal of the League of St. George. 
This is a 24-page pictorial magazine costing 45p. 
Subscription rate is £5 for 8 issues (British 
Isles). For sample send 60p to: League Review, 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 SNP. 


FOCUS ON THE BRANCHES 


Hive of activity — 
in Gloucester 


and there was full TV coverage of this event 


paign against Stroud CND, who had contac-. 
ted them to arrange a public debate on nuc- 


lear weapons.then gone behind their backs 
to arrange a public debate with the Young 
Conservatives instead — presumably believ- 
ing that the latter would be easier oppon- 
ents! The branch is now challenging the 
CND group to come into the open and meet 
party representives publicly on the nuclear 
issue. 

The branch recently gained much pub- 
licity when Stroud CND had a propaganda 
display inside Stroud library at local rate- 
payers. expense, and BNP activists threat- 
ened a demonstration inside the library 
unless this was removed. The branch is 
currently awaiting a reply on the matter 
from Gloucestershire County Library Com- 
mittee. 

In addition to activities against the nuc- 
lear disarmers, the branch has also been 
very active in in its opposition to immig- 
ration -- which is a much bigger local prob- 
lem than outsiders realise. The city of 
Gloucester, for instance, has a very acute 
immigrant problem and there are regular 
race riots in the city, mainly between im- 
migrants and police. 


ROBERT RHODES 


The branch is particularly active, as 
indicated above, in writing letters to the 
local press, and this has brought constant 
publicity. Other branches would do well to 
give the same effort to this field of work. 

Among individual activists, Mark Dol- 
phin deserves a special mention, as he has 
always been very reliable in turn out, and 
has resisted many threats of violence made 
against him by local reds. 

Spearhead this month salutes the Chelt- 
enham and Gloucester branch as a fine 
example to others in the country and one of 
the party’s very best. 
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| — that most | Nationalists would give to a murderer 

-or a rapist. | suggest that this second view is as 

mistaken as the first. 

One reason for these entrenched attitudes 
course that Nationalism has suffered so 

h : the homosexual factor. So 


ere e and genuine Nationalist. 


d tt the fact that 
rd accident, He 


heterosexual about 


y soxual instiacts. He look 
2S millions of us delighting i: in the 


love of our "children and i in the happiness of the 


— family circle and he senses what he is missing. 


ther reason? 

"think, can be diskounted. 
) is just as likely to be black- 
erous heterosexual affair as 
e is 0 sexual one. Coincidence is 
stretching the imagination a bit too far, and if 


The campaign against the Labour 
Party candidate in Bermondsey and 
his crushing defeat have spotlighted 
the issue of homosexuality in 
politics. Here RAY HILL offers his 
opinions. 


there is any other reason, apart from natural 


treachery, I'm afraid that it escapes me. 

Am | then saying that all homosexuals are 
naturally treacherous? No, | am not! | am 
saying that treachery is more likely in a homo- 
sexual than in a normal person, 

Many homosexuals are deserving, in my 
view, of pity. In some of them it may well be 
that they are motivated by sheer degeneracy 
and decadence but I believe that a great number 
of them simply have no control whatsoever 
over their sexual predilections. They are 


suffering from an affliction bestowed upon 
them by nature. This fact however, if fact it is, 


-~ -does not help us in deciding what we as a move- 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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ment ought to do about them. 
| It is my opinion that we simply | cannot 
ances. The average homosexual, 
ecome that way through | 
er he is as nature made him, 
> grudge against those of us with | 


He compares our happy and stable family 
relationship with his seedy, nauseating and un- 
natural way of life and finds his lot unsatis- 


o | — factory. He does not, however, blame himself, 
i: mean det all hamasexuals KR 

or is it mere coincidence? 
» more prone to blackmail? — 


and it would be asking too much of him to 
blame nobody; so he blames us all! 


COMMON LOYALTY 


The one thing that the homosexual does 
have going for him is exactly the same as that 
enjoyed by a myriad of minority groups. He has 


` a common loyalty with his fellow homosexuals. 


Just as a Black man in Britain is first and fore- 
most a Black man and a Jew is first and foremost 
a Jew, so a homosexual is first and foremost a 
homosexual. This common loyalty is com- 
pounded by the fact that it is a common loyalty 
of a group who feel cheated by nature. 

For all this, it is, | suggest, not practical 
nor prudent to attempt to prevent homosexuals 
from joining a Nationalist movement. The 
answer is rather to organise the power structure 
of the movement to ensure that it is impossible 
for such deviates to obtain positions of authority 
and power within the movement. Once these 
people start to form any sort of mafia it is 
usually too late. The British National Party has 
the ideal power structure to ensure that this 
does not happen but it can only succeed through 
the vigilance of its members. | am not suggesting 
any sort of witch hunt; | am merely saying that 
the BNP must ensure its internal security and 
that it can only do so if the general membership 
keeps the leadership informed of any tendencies 
observed. It may well be that the leadership will 
decide that no action is necessary at once, but 


it will be forearmed with the knowledge which 


will enable it to keep the situation under 
control, and the membership will be comfortable 
in the knowledge that the leadership will be 
able to ensure that never again will the queer 
mafia control Nationalism. 
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